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1.0 INTRODUCTION

1.1 Project Overview

This Initial Studitigated NegativeDeclaration(ISMND) was prepared by Kimlggorn and

Associates (Kimleiorn) for the City oHemet(City) to assess whether there may be significant
environmental impacts associated with the proposHdl Fields Pipe Facil®yojecté ¢t NR 2SOl 2
dproposedt NP 2, éatedthe east side of S. Gilmore Street, approximately 700 feet south of

Acacia Avenue in the City of Hem@alifornia. This IS/MND was prepared consistent with the
requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) on thetbattbere was no

substantial evidence that there makhave significant environmental impacts on specific
environmental areas. Where a potentially significant impact may occur, the most appropriate
mitigation measure(s) have been identified and wolld amplied to avoid or mitigate the

potential impact to a level of less than significant.

1.2 Lead Agency

The lead agency is the public agency with primary responsifolityg proposed project. Where

two or more public agenciesvould be involved with a project, CEA Guidelines§15051

establishes criteria for identifying the lead agency. In accordance with CEQA Guidelines
SMpnpmM6oL oOmM0O I wauldk@mally de tRe dgeh& ywithegeneral governmental

powers, such as a city or county, rather than anagendgwit & Ay 3t S 2 NRuruanv A 0 SR |
to State CEQA Guidelin885367 and hsed on the criterion above, the Cityldémetis the lead

agency for the proposed Project.

1.3 Purpose and Scope of the Initial Study

In accordance with CEQA (California Public Ress Code [PRG21000 et seq.) and its
Guidelines (California Code of Regulatif@€R] Title 14,815000 et seq.), thisABIND has been
prepared to evaluate the potential environmental effects associated with the construction and
operation of the Project.

PerState CEQA Guidelinégd, 5070, apublic agency shall prepare or have prepared a proposed
negative declaration oMNDfor a project subject to CEQA when:

a) The initial study shows no substantial evidence, in light of the whole record before the
agency, that the project may have a significant effect on the environment, or

b) The initial study identifies potentially significant ets, but:

1) Revisions in the project plans or proposals madedoyagreed to by the applicant
before the proposed mitigated negative declaration and initial study are released for
public review would avoid the effects or mitigate the effects to a point rehaearly
no significant effects would occur, and
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2) There is no substantial evidence, in light of the whole record before the agency, that
the project as revised may have a significant effect on the environment.

1.4 Mitigation Measures

Per State CEQA Guideline§15041, Authority to Mitigate, a lead agency for a project has
authority to require feasible changes in any or all activities involved in the project in order to
substantially lessen or avoid significant effects on the environment, consistent with alplglic
O2yaidAalddziAz2yl f NEIljdANBYSyiGa adzOK +a (GKS aySE«
defined byState CEQA Guidelineég5364> & ¥SIF aAof Sé¢ YSkya OFLIotS 2
successful manner within a reasonable period of time, taking intmoant economic,
environmental, legal social, and technological factors. If significant impacts are identified, then
mitigation measures are adopted to reduce the impotless than significant levelState CEQA
Guidelines,815126.4 states that rtigation measures musbe consistent with all applicable
constitutional requirements, including the following

1 There must be a essential nexus (i.e., connection) between the mitigation measure and
legitimate governmental interest.

f The mitigation measur¥ dza it 6S GNRdZAKf & LINBLIR2NIA2YIlf & 53

There are several forms of mitigation under CEQ#e (State CEQA Guideling35370). These
are summarized below.

1 Avoidingthe impactaltogetherby not taking a certain action or parts of an ext.

1 Minimizing impacts by limiting the degree or magnitude of the action and its
implementation.

1 Compensating for the impact by replacing or providing substitute resources or
environment.

Avoiding impacts is the preferred form of mitigation, followed by minimizngompensating
the impact to less than significant levels. Compensating for impacts vemiyde used when the
other mitigation measures are not feasible.

1.5 Environmental Resourdepics
This ISIMND evaluates tipfNE LJ2 8 SR t N22S0iQa AYLI Oda 2y GKS 7

Aesthetics Energy
Agricultural and Forestry Resources
Air Quality

Biological Resources

Geology and Soils
Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Hazards and Hazardous Materials

= =/ =4 =4 =4

Cultural Resources

= =4 =4 =4 =2

Hydrology and Water Quality
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1.9 Initial Study Review Process

ThelSand a Notice of Intent (NOI) to adopt an MND will be distributed to responsible and trustee
agenciesother affected agencies, amather parties for a830-day public reviewperiod.

Written comments regarding this MND should be addressed to:

Monique AlanizFlejter, AICR; Principal Planner
Community DevelopmeriDepartment

City ofHemet

445 East Florida Avenue

Hemet, CA 925443

951-765-2370

mflejter@hemetca.gov

Commentssubmitted to theCity during the30-day publicreview period will be considered and
addressed prior tahe adoption of the MND by the City.

1.10 Project Applicant(s)/Sponsor(s)
Project Applicant

Foxgate Capital

c/o Terence Cooper, Director of Investments
55 Waugh, Ste. 1250

Houston, TX 77007
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2.0 PROJECT INFORMATION
2.1 Regional Location

The Cityof Hemet (City)is locatedin San Jacinto Valley in western Riverside County,
approximately 30 miles southeast of Riverside, 60 miles east of Anaheim, and 80 miles north of
San Diegb The City is largely sounded by unincorporated communities to the east (East
Hemet, and Valle Vista), south (Ramona Bowl), and west (Winchester). The City of San Jacinto is
located directly north of Hemet and the Diamond Valley Lake borders the City to the soytheast
refer to Exhibit 1, Regional LocatioMap.

2.2 Project Location

TheproposedlD Fields Pipe Facility Project (Prgjecicompassesapproximately9.53acresand

it islocated the City of Hemet, on the east side of S. Gilmore Street and approximately 700 feet
south of W. Acacia Avenyeaefer to Exhibit 2 ProjectVicinity Map Local access to the Project
site is providedon S. Gilmore Street. Regional access is providadState Route’4 (SR74),

which connects to the Interstate 215-Z15) to the west andState Router9 (SR79), which
connects to Interstate 10-10) to the north. Additionally, th@roperty is located on the United
States Geological Survey (USGSMirtute Series Topographic Malgdemet CaliforniaRiverside
CountyQuadrangle.

2.3 Existing Conditions

The existing ®%3-acre site is currently vacant and unimproved. The site slopes southwest. The

site is locatecapproximately 1.3 miles northeast of tliitemetRyan Airport (HMT) and is within

the HemetRyan Airport Land Use Plan (ALURhin Zone [ According to the United States

5SLI NLYSYyd 2F ! ANROdz GdzZNBE 6! {510 bl GdzNFf wSa2c«
is classified in the Hydrological Soil Groumdicating a high infiltration rate.

No offsite storm drais exst in or near the Project sitéccording to City of Hemet 2030 General
Plan (GP), thesouthern portion of thesite is in the 508ear flood zone, per the Federal
Emergency Management Administration (FEMA) map. TheyB@0flood zones are area with a
0.2% (or 1 in 500 chance) annual chance of floodiAg-onditional Letter of Map Revisiamuld

not be required because the site is not located within the special flood hazardraugaermore,

the Project site is located the Diamond Valley Combined Dam Inundation Area where flooding
could occur in an unlikely event of a catastrophic earthquake that could cause the collapse of the
East Dam of Diamond Valley Ldke.

1 City of Hemet2030 General PlatGhapter 1: Introduction, Page2, January 242012

Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission. 20aihpatibility Map HR. Retrieved fromhttps://www.rcaluc.org/Portals/13/16%20

%20V 0l.%201%20HemBlyan%202017%20Final.pdf?ver=208721-131317620. Accessed July 21, 202

3 City of Hemet2030 General PlaiGhapter 6: Public Safety, Pag&@ January 24, 2012.

4 City of Hemet2030 General PlaiGhapter 6: Public Safety, Figure 6.3 Dan Inundation Hazards, January 24, 2012. Retrieved from City of
I SYSiG Q& 2 S/evavkheBetck golWhddumentCenter/View/5331/6_Publafety web51420197?bidld=, Accessed June 21,.2021
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2.4 ExistingGeneral Plan Land Use and Zoning Designations

TS / AdéQa wnon DSYSNYXft ttly gla | R2LIISR 2y WI
of the Hemet Municipal Cod¢MC]) was adopted in 1984 via Ordinance No. 62Bpth

documents have beeperiodicallyamended and/orrevised sincéhe time of adoptionZoning is

the primary mechanism for implementing the General Plan. It provides detailed regulations
pertaining to permitted and conditional uses, site development standards, and performance
criteria to implement the goals and policies of the General Plarparticular, the Land Use

9f SYSy i 2@GPSa&«bBotAa®&Qa (GKS LINRA Yl NBE &bningCade.F 2 NJ O2
CKS /AleQa %2yAy3a al LJ 02 NNEBa L2 yhe Rrojectiisildcatell KS D S
within the Industrial (I) Gener&lan Land Use Designation and the General Manufacturing)(M

Zone*6 Adjacent land use and zoning designations are listed in the followWiabglel,

Surrounding Land Use and Zoning Designatiofts official area designations.

Table 1: Surrounding LanUse and Zoning Designations

Location Existing Use Existing General Plar] Existing Zoning
Land Use Designatior Designation
g
2 I f i
_§ 456-140-008 Vacant, unimproved Industrial (1) Genera (I\I\/Llag)u acturing
s -
a
North Industrial use Industrial (1) General Manufacturing
(M-2)
Atchison, T-opeka and Santa Fe Low Density Residential| Terra Linda Specific Plg
South & SF) Railway, Hemet Channel
. g . . 2.1-5 du/ac (LDR) 7991
SingleFamily residential
East Hemet Unified Schodistrict Industrial (1) General Manufacturing
Office and associated parking (M-2)
Gilmore St, Villa Del Sol Mobile| =0 Medium Density | Low Density Multiple
West Estates (mobile home park) Residential5.1¢ 8.0 Family Residentiaj
P du/ac (LMDR) Maximum 8 di/ac (R2)
Sourcs:
i. City ofHemet Land Usé@lan Available https://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/5332/Figi#&LandUsePlan5142019?bidld=
accessed on Jund 2021
ii. City ofHemet Zoning MapAvailable atttps://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/5289/officialoningmap12220197bidld=
accessed on Jund 2021

2.5 Proposed Project

The Projectpplicantproposes the development ofmapproximately25,000square foot $q.ft.)
metal/prefab modular warehouse building consistingagiproximately22,000 sq.ft. warehouse
space andapproximately3,000 sq.ft. officeandan 11,961 sq.ftinfiltration basin The Project

5 City of Hemet2030 General Plah, K LJGSNJ HY [ YR ! 483 CA3IdzNB uwom [FyR a8 ttlys Wydz N
https://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/5329/2_Land_Use_web51420197?bidld=, Accessed June 21, 2021.

6 City of HemetZoning MapAvailable ahttps://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/5289/offici@oningmap12220192?bidld=
accessed on June 24021.
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would alsoinclude approximately60 parking sallsthat include standard auto parking stallad
three accessible parking staliacluding thredoading and ofloadingtruck dockdoors. interior
drives, 7.0 acre§308,000 sq.ft.) oflaydown or outdoor storage facilitya sixfoot-tall perimeter
fencing, and landscapingrhe proposed warehouse facility is anticipated to be utilized by the
owner/operator, JD Fields & Company, feceipt/delivery, storage, fabrication and distribution
of sted/pvc pipe, steel piling, plumping equipment, valves and flange$er to Exhibit 3
Conceptuabite Plan

Site Access

Regional access is provided SR 74, which connects te?15 to the west and SR9, which
connects to410 to the north Truckpassenger, and emergency vehicle access would be provided
viathree gatedaccess driveways alor®) Gilmore St

1 DrivewayNo. 1is a B5-foot-wide drivewaythat islocated on the northwest most corner
of the site.

1 Driveway No. 2 ia 29-foot-wide driveway hat is locatedqust south of Driveway No. 1.

1 Driveway No. 3 is an approximateO-foot-wide driveway thatis located at the
southwest most corner of the site.

Driveway No. 1and 2would providea knox boxkey switch or padlocko allow emergency
vehiclesaccess the site at any time of the day night The adjacent driveway across from
Driveway No. Xerving the residential community is an egitly driveway ando conflict is
anticipated.

Fencing

The Project would incorporatifiree drivewaygates andixfoot-highperimeter security fencing

Parking

Pursuant to890-1423 of the Hemet Zoning Code, the number of parking spaces required for
manufacturing or industrial establishments, including offiassl space for each 500 square
feet of gross floor area. The total square footage of the proposed warehouse building is 25,000
square feet; therefore, the Project would be required to provide at least 50 parking spaces. The
Project proposes 60 parking sges, which would exceed the minimum required number by ten
spaces.

Landscaping

The Project would providan 11,961 sq.ftinfiltration basin providedust north of Driveway 3.
Per the Zoning Code, the Project is required to provide landscaping of a mindfrfive percent
of the total parking area. The proposed Project would prowaggroximately 42,00&q.ft. of
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landscape coverage that includes perimeter and parking area landscaping with ornamental trees
and shrubs; refer t&xhibit4, Landscape Plan.

Sal Cut and Fill Quantities

The Projectis anticipated to require approximately 15,375 cubic yards (CY) of soil cut,
approximately 1,473 CY of soail fill, with approximately 13,902 CY of soil pxpbet to
Exhibits5a and 5b, Preliminary Grading PlanExported soil would be taken t&€CR&R
Environmental Services, located3t77 Industrial Avenu€orporationYard Hemet,CA92545

Hours of Operation

The Project is anticipated temploy approximately 50 csite office/warehouse workers of
various construaon trades (skilled labor), including a professional sales staff, and may operate
twenty-four (24) hoursa day, seven (7) days a week

Project Features and Compliance Measures

Sandard Condition AQ-1:  Prior to the issuance of grading permits, t
City Engeer shall confirm that the Grading Plan, Building Plans
Specifications require all construction contractors to comply with Sc
[ 2Fald !'ANJvdz-fAde alyl3sSySyid 54
minimize construction emissions of dust and peutates. The measure
include, but are not limited to, the following:

f Portions of a construction site to remain inactive longer tha
period of three months would be seeded and watered until gn
cover is grown or otherwise stabilized.

1 All onsite roadswould be paved as soon as feasible or wate
periodically or chemically stabilized.

1 All material transported ofsite would be either sufficiently
watered or securely covered to prevent excessive amounts of (

1 The area disturbed by clearing, gradingartamoving, or
excavation operations would be minimized at all times.

1 Where vehicles leave a construction site and enter adjacent pt
streets, the streets would be swept daily or washed down at
end of the workday to remove soil tracked onto the pewirface.

Standard ConditiorCULL: In the event thatcultural resources ar¢ To be included in
discovered during project activities, all work in the immediate vicinity the grading plang
the find (within a 66foot buffer) shall cease, the City shall be notified, & prior to issuance
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a qualified archaeologist meeting Secretary of Interior standards she
hired to assess the find. Work on the other portions of Bieject outside
of the buffered area may continue during this assessment per
Additionally, the Consulting Tribe(s) for this Project shall be contacte
detailed in MM TCR, and be providedinformation after the
archaeologist makes his/her initial assessment of the nature of the fir

of grading
permits.

Standard ConditiorCUL2: If significant cultural resources, as defin
by CEQA (asnzended, 2015), are discovered and avoidance canno
ensured, the archaeologist shall develop a Monitoring and Treatn
Plan, the drafts of which shall be provided to City for review and comr
The archaeologist shall monitor the remainder of the Pebjand
implement the Plan accordingly.

Standard Condition CUR8: If human remains or funerary objecése
encountered during any activities associated with the Project, work in
immediate vicinity (within a 100oot buffer of the find) shall ceasehe
City shall be notified, and the County Coroner shall be contacted purs
to State Health and Safety Code §7050.5 and that code enforced fad
duration of theProject.

1 There shall be no further excavation or disturbance of the sit
any nearby ara reasonably suspected to overlie adjacent hun
remains until:

0 The coroner of the county in which the remains are discove
must be contacted to determine that no investigation of t
cause of death is required; and

o Ifthe coroner determines the remasrto be Native American

A The coroner shall contact the Native American Herit
Commission within 24 hours.

A The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC)
identify the person or persons it believes to be the m
likely descended from the deceastihtive American.

A The most likely descendant may make recommendation
the landowner or the person responsible for the excavat
work, for means of treating or disposing of, wi
appropriate dignity, the human remains, and a
associated gravegjoods as provided in Public Resour
Code § 5097.98 (PRC §5097.98), or

To be included in
the grading plang
prior to issuance
of grading
permits.
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3.0 INITIAL STUDY CHECKLIST

1. Project Title
JD Fields Pipe Facility

2. Lead Agency Name and Address

City ofHemet
445 East Florida Avenue
Hemet, CA 92543

3. Lead Agencyontact Person and Phone Number

H.P. Kang Community Development Director
(951) 7652456

4, Project Location

The Project site is locatemh the east side of S. Gilmore St. and approximately 700 feet
south ofAcacia Avenue in the City of Hemet

5. Project Applicant s Name and Addr

Foxgate Caital

c/o Michael Carool, 11 ID
55 Waugh, Ste. 1250
Houston, TX 77007

s/ Sponsor

6. ExistingGeneral Plan Designation
Industrial(l)
7. ExistingZoning Designation

GeneralManufacturing(M-2)

8. Description ofProject: (Describe the whole action involved, including, buabt limited
to later phases of the project and any secondary, support, or-siie feature necessary
for its implementation. Attach additional sheets if necessary):
The approximately %3-acre site is located on the east side of S. Gilmore Street and
approximately 700 feet south of Acacia Avenue. Currently, the site is vacant and
unimproved. The Projecapplicant proposes the development ofnaapproximately
25,000 sq.ft. metal/prefab modatl warehouse building consisting approximately
22,000 sq.ft. warehouse space aagproximately3,000 sq.ft. office, an approximately
11,961 sq.ft.detention basin,approximately60 parking stalls, truck trailer parking,
loading and ofloading docksinterior drives, asevenacres laydown or outdoor storage
facility, perimeter fencig, and landscapingThe proposed warehouse facility is
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anticipated to be utilized by the owner/operator, JD Fields & Company, for
receipt/delivery, storage, fabrication andistkibution of steel/pvc pipe, steel piling,
plumping equipment, valves and flangedowever, thefacility would excludeetail sale

of any productsfabricated and/or stored on site This projectintends to employ
approximately 50 ossite office/warehouseworkers of various construction trades
(skilled labor), including a professional sales staff, and may operate tweuty(24)
hoursa day, seven (7) days a week

9. Surrounding | and uses and setting: Briefly

The Projecsite is surround by an industrial use to the north, a parking area for the Hemet
Unified School District Office to the east, a mobile home park to the west, and Atchison,
Topeka and Santa Fe Railway and sHfgheily residential to the south.

10.  Other public agencies whose approval is requirde.g., permits, finance approval,
clearanceor participation agreement):

NoneApplicable.

11. Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the
Project area requested consultatio pursuant to Public Resources Code section
21080.3.1? If so, is there a plan for consultation that includes, for example, the
determination of significance of impacts to tribal cultural resources, procedures
regarding confidentiality, etc.?

NOTE: Conduatj consultation early in the CEQA process allows tribal governments, lead agencies, and
Project proponents to discuss the level of environmental review, identify and address potential adverse
impacts to tribal cultural resources, and reduce the potentialdelay and conflict in the environmental
review process. (S&RGection 21080.3.2.) Information may also be available from the California Native
F'YSNROF Yy | SNXR G(INAHE)Sdcradvl¥rids: fild fRR@ection 5097.96 and the California
Historial Resources Information System administered by the California Office of Historic Preservation
(OHP)Please also note th&#RGection 21082.3(c) contains provisions specific to confidentiality.

The City has completed the Assembly Bill (AB) 52 tribaluttati®n (see Appendi C2,
TribalConsultation. On October 24, 2022he Cityprovided writtennoticesto interested

California Native American tribesy’ G KS / A0 & Qa f A .&Qne tibg, yha A 4G Sy |
Agua Band of Caliente Indiarequested to consult under AB 52d&ovember 8, 2022.

As part of tribal consultationAgua Caliente Band of Cahuilla Indians noted that the
implementation of Standard Measures (SMCULL and CU2 were sufficient to meet

their needsand AB 52 consultatiowas concluded on December 12, 20P2ease refer to

Section 5, Cultural Resourcesid Appendix £ Tribal Consultatiorfor further details.

Pagel8 January 2023



JD Fields Pipe Facility
City of Hemet Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

3.1 Environmental Factors Potentially Affected by the Project

The environmental factors checked below would be paity affected by thi$roject, involving
at least one impact that is a "Potentially Significant Impact” as indicated by the checklist on the
following pages.

Aesthetics Agricultural Resources Air Quality
X | Biological Resources CulturalResources Energy
. _ Hazards and Hazardo
X | Geology / Soils Greenhouse Gas Emissions zardas z us
Materials
Hydrplogy and Water Land Use Planning Mineral Resources
Quality
Noise Population and Housing Public Services
Recreation Transportation TribalCultural Resources
Utilities and Service Wildfire X Man_dgtory Findings of
Systems Significance

Determination

On the basis of this initial evaluatipthe following finding is made

| find that the proposed Poject COULD NOT havesignificant effect on the environment, and
NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

| find that although the proposeBroject could have a significant effect on the environment, the
will not be asignificanteffect in this case because revisions in gireject have been made by o] X
agreed to by the project proponend MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepare

| find that the proposedProject MAY have a significant effect on tlemvironment and an
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required.

| find that the proposedProject MAY have a potentially significant or a potentially significant un|
mitigated impact on the environment, but at least one effect (1) has been adequatelyzadaily
an earlier document pursuant to applicable legal standards, and (2) has been addresg
mitigation measures based on thearlier analysis as described on attached sheefs
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but it must analyze ordgtththaftfremain to
be addressed.

| find that although the proposeBroject could have a significant effect on the environment, beca|
all potentially significaneffects(a) have been analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEG
DECLARATION puratizo applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigateduant
to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including revisions or mitigation measureg
imposed upon the proposed project, nothing further is required.

CITY OHEMET

H.P. Kang, Community Development Directo

Signature Date
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3.2 Evaluation of Environmental Impacts

1) A brief explanation is required for all answers except "No Impact" answers that are
adequately supported by the information sources a lead agency cites in the parentheses
following each question. A "No Impact" answer is adequately supported if the referenced
information sources show that the impact simply does not apply to projects likeohe
involved (e.g.the project falls outside a fault rupture zone). A "No Impact" answer should
be explained where it is based on projegecific factors as well as general standards
(e.g, the project would not expose sensitive receptors to pollugnbased on a project
specific screening analysis).

2) Allanswers must take account of the whole action involved, includingitafas well as on
site, cumulative as well as projelgvel, indirect as well as direct, and construction as well
as operatioml impacts.

3) Once the lead agency has determined that a particular physical impact may occur, then the
checklist answers must indicate whether the impact is potentially significant, less than
significant with mitigation, or less than significant. "Potiaty Significant Impact” is
appropriate if there is substantial evidence that an effect is significant. If there are one or
more "Potentially Significant Impact" entries when the determination is made, an EIR is
required.

4 abS3aFGAGS 5 S Cdn Sibkdidant ith Yitidat®d lacorgokated” applies where
the incorporation of mitigation measures has reduced an effect framiPotentially
Significant Impact” to a "Less than Significant Impact." The lead agency must describe the
mitigation measures, ahbriefly explain how they reduce the effect& less than significant
level.

5) Earlier analyses may be used where, pursuant to the tiering, program EIR, or other CEQA
process, an effect has been adequately analyzed in an earlier EIR or negative teclarat
Section 15063(c)(3)(D). In this case, a brief discussion should identify the following:

a) Earlier Analyses Used. Identify and state where they are available for review.

b) Impacts Adequately Addressed. Identify which effects from the alotveeklist were
within the scope of and adequately analyzed in an earlier document pursuant to
applicable legal standards, and state whether such effects were addressed by
mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis.

6) Mitigation Measures. Foreffegst G KI G0 NS a[ Saa (GKFry {AIyATAO
LYO2NLIR2 NI §SRZ¢ RSAONROGS (GKS YAOGAILFIGA2Y YSI a
the earlier document and the extent to which they address-specific conditions for the
project.
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Aesthetics

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS Significant Mitigation Significant

Issues Issues Incorporated Impact

1) AESTHETICS«cept as provided in Public Resources Code Section 21060ld the project:
a) Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista? X

b) Substantially damage scenic resources, including but X
limited to trees, rock outcroppings, ardstoric buildings
within a state scenic highway?

c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character X
quality of public views of the site and its surrounding
(Public views are those that are experienced from publ
accessible vantageoint). If the project is in an urbanize
area, would the project conflict with applicable zoni
and other regulations governing scenic quéality

d) Qeate a new source of substantial light or glare, wh X
would adversely affect day omighttime views in the
ared?

Project Site

Theproposed JD Fields Pipe Facifoject(Projec) is located on a $3-acre siteon the east

side of S. Gilmore Street and approximately 700 feet south of Acacia Avenue. Currently, the site
is vacant and unimprovednd is surrounded by development on the north, south and gsst
natural resources, trees, rock outcroppings, or any otesthetic features occur onsite.

Scenic Vistas

Under G@lifornia EnvironmentaQuality Act (CEQA)a scenic vista is defined as a viewpoint that
provides expansive views a highly valuedandscapdor the benefit ofthe public. The City of
Hemet GeneraPlan(GP)does not officially designate any scenic vistesr the Project site
However under Chapter7 of the Hemet GR Open Spac@and Conservationthe San Jacinto
Mountains, the San Bernardino National Forest and Mountains, and the San Gabriel Mountains
provide a scenic backgroumidat contributesto the visual character of the Cisag well as provide

a visual backdrop for views in the City, highlighgtinguishing landmarks, and offer orientation
points as people move about the communitfhese natural features can be vied/&om most

of the Inland Empire and Riverside County. They are not views limited to the Project site. As such,
views of thesescenic resources from Gilmore Street would not be affected.

7 City of Hemet2030 General PlaiGhapter 7: Ope Space and Conservation, Pagekl through 712, January 24, 2012,
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Scenic Resources within Scenic Highways

Scenic highways and routes are a unigue component of the circulation system as they traverse
areas of unusual scenic or aesthetialue. The purpose of theCalifornia Scenic Highways

t NEANI YE SaidlofAaKSR Ay mMdcoX Aa (G2 at NBASNBS
GKAOK ¢62dzf R RAYAYAAK (KS FTSAGKSGAO GFftdzS 2F 1
guidance for sighage, aesthetics, gragl and screening to help maintain the scenic value of the
roadway Currently, there are no officially designated scenic highways in or ned@rtject Site

The closest eligible State Scenic Highw&Rg4 which is located approximately 0.5 mile north

of the Project site. Although SRl has not beerofficially designated due to the designation as

anEligible Scenic Highway, the provisions of the California Scenic Highwgyam apply to the

sections of tisroadway in the City.

1(a) Have asubstantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?

Less Than Significant Impads previously mentionedriews fromthe mountains surrounding
the Hemet valley aramportant to the overallvisual characteof the Cityand provide scenic vistas
for the community Major scenic vistas that are visible from the Project SitetheeSan Jacinto
mountains, approximatelyffive miles to the east and the&san Bernardino and San Gabriel
Mountain Rangesapproximately25 milesto the north, which offer the most prominent wes in

the general arealn its existing condition, the Project site does not block or hinder views of the
San Jacinto Mountains, &an Bernardino National Forest or the San Gabriel Mountains.

TheProject sitas currently vacant and unimprovedheProjectwouldresult in the construction

of an approximately25,000 sq.ft. metal/prefab modular warehouse buildiog the site.The
building wouldnot exceed the maximurallowed height of60 feet. Surrounding development
consists ofin industrial useo the north, a parking lot area for the Hemet Unified School District
to the east a mobile home park to the wesgnd singlefamily residentialto the south The
Project site is not located in an area designated as an offigaknicvista, nor would it
substantially block the view of a sceniesourcefrom a significant public vantage poinAs with

all developments, the proposed Projesbuld be required to comply with all City development
and design standardsTheCity development and design standards would ensure any impacts
related to visual quality and views be less than significAatsuch, because there are no scenic
vistas in the area and the Project would not hinder the views of any, a less than significact impa
would be anticipated.

1(b) Substantially damage scenic resources, includifgut not limited to, trees, rock
outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?

Less Than Significant Impa@s previously noted, thBroject site is notocated near any State
Designated Scenic Highwaykhe SR74 is located approximately).5 mile north of the site
Although SK4 iseligible to be designated as dgligible Scenitlighway, itis not officially
designated as a State Designated Scenic Highway by the California Department of Transportation.
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Therefore, the proposedrBject would not substantially damage scenic resources within a State
scenic highway.Additionally, here are no mnificant natural resources on the sjtncluding
trees,rock oucroppingsor historic buildingstructures. The site is currently vacant. Because the
site does not contain osite scenic resources and is not located within a state scenic highway
viewsheal, no impact would occur

1(c) Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of public views of the site
and its surroundings? (Public views are those that are experienced from publicly
accessible vantage point). If the project is in ambanized area, would the project
conflict with applicable zoning and other regulations governing scenic qu&lity

Less than Significarimpact

The Project site is a vacant lot located at the end of adetdac, bounded by aoncretelined

water feature tothe south, industrial used immediately to the north and east, and residential to

the west. The Project site is the only vacant site from any of the lots in the immediate vicinity. As

noted in Section 2.0, the Project is located within the Industrial @heBal Plan Land Use
Designation and the General Manufacturing-BY1Zone%1° For a specific list of the surrounded

land uses, referto Tablett . I &SR 2y (KS t NP2SOd aAdaS@y € 201
urbanized area.

Construction Visual Impacts

Shortterm construction impacts would include typical heavy construction equipment and
machinery (e.g., grading) and staging of the machinery. Construction equipment and activity
would be screened usingrivacy fencing around the Project s LJS NAdWit®daf/NJ
construction equipmentvould be staged within the Project si@nd covered from public views
with perimeter privacy screensNo aesthetic resources would be destroyed as a result of
construction activity Construction impacts are temporary and would cease upon Project
completion.

OperationalVisual Impacts

The proposed Project would not substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of
public views of the site and its surrndings because the Project proposes to construct an
industrial warehouse building that would be consistent with tleentiguous industrial
developmens to the north and easturthermore thesite is located within the Industrial (1) Land

Use @signatiorand the General Manufacturing (M) Zone anavould be developed in a manner

GKFG A& OzyaraitsSyid sgAldK GKS /AGeQa fFyRaoOl LISs

8 Caltrans. 2019. List of eligible and officially designated State Scenic Highways (XLSX). Avatizlédat.ca.gov/programs/design/lap
landscapearchitectureand-communitylivability/lap-liv-i-sceniechighways accessed June 24, 2021.

9 City of Hemet2030 General PlaGhapter 2: Land Use, Figure 2.1Ran! 4SS tf |y Wl ydzZt NB HnZ HAMHI wSGENRKRSOSH
https://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/5329/2_Land_Use_web51420197?bidld=, Accessed June 21, 2021.

10 City of HemetZoning MapAuvailable ahttps://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/5289/officialoningmap1222019?bidid=
accessed on June 22021.
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and thereforewould not conflict with the applicable zoning and other regulagsogoverning

scenic qualityUnder the M2 Zoning, the Project can have an industrial building as high as
cnQFSSid ¢KS LINRPLRASR tNRr2SOl AyOfdzRS& | odzAf |
half the permitted height. Additionally, the 8 ZoningSa G 6f AaKSa | mMpQ FSSi
TSNP F¥SSGi aARS aSiol Ol ¢KS LINRBLRASR t Ne2SOi

M T fo@ (eastern) side setbacRdditionally, consistent wittMunicipal Codé&edion 1046(g)(1)

the ProjectwouldproRS ¢Sttt 06S@2yR (GUKS YAYAYdzyY NXI dza NBR
zone, to the west of the Project site.

¢tKS t NP2SOG ¢2dd R 06S O2yaraidaSyd sAGK GKS [/ Adec
such,no longterm visual impacts aranticipated from the implementation of the proposed
Project.Any impacts to the visual character or quality of public views of the site would be less

than significant

1(d) Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect aiay
nighttime views in the area?

Less than Significarimpact As shown irExhibit6, Photometric Study, the Project site would
include a total of 68 white light emitting diodes (LEDS), assembled in a cast black painted metal
housing, at a maximum heigbt 18feet. As shown in Exhibit 6, the Project site lighting will vary
widelywithin the site. Onsitdéightingwill vary widely, from areas havindleD footcandle (FCip
anaverage of 1.4 FC, and other areas wifhto amaximum of 2.7 FChe photometric study
shows that 0.0 FC or no lighting will spill onto the residential community located west of Gilmore
Street.As such, the Project would be consistent wikhS / A {i@p8l & odeSelztjon 901046(e)

Site Development Requirements for Manufacturing Zomdschspecifiesthat all lighting shall

be directed or shielded away from nearby residential zones and contained within the
boundaries of the site. Adequate lighting sh&le provided to maintain a safe, esite
environment consistent with California Building Code standafdBecause le proposed
Projectwouldd S O2y a d NdzOG SR (2 Y Sr8qlireiaeftSand ghideBe® per RS @St
the California Building Code, the Hemet &RIthe Hemet ZoningCode.Any potential impacts
related to lighting and glare would be less than significant

11 WareMalcomb. October 28, 202Photometric Study.

12 City of HemetCode ofOrdinancesChapter 9@ Zoning, Article XX&XManufacturing Zones, Section-4046¢ Site Development
Requirementsavailable ahttps://library.municode.com/ca/hemet/codes/code_of ordinances?nodeld=CO_CH90Z0O_ARTXXXMAZO_S90
1046SIDERMBccessed on June 21,2021
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Agricultural and Forestry Resources

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS Significant Mitigation Significant

Issues Issues Incorporated Impact

2)

a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

AGRICULTURE AND FOREST RESOUREHESmMining whether impacts to agricultural resources al
significantenvironmental effects, lead agencies may refer to the California Agricultural Land Evalue
and Site Assessment Model (1997) prepared by the California Department of Conservation as an op
model to use in assessing impacts on agriculture and farndldn determining whether impacts to forest
resources, including timberland, are significant environmental effects, lead agencies may refe
i nformation compiled by the California Depar
inventory of forest land, including the Forest and Range Assessment Project and the Forest L
Assessment project; and forest carbon measurement methodology provided in Forest Protocols adc
by the California Air Resources Boaiould the project:

Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farml X
of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on

maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping a

Monitoring Program of the California Resources Ager

to non-agricultural use?

Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or X
Williamson Act contract?

Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning X
forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code se!

12220(g)), timberland (as defined by PuliResources

Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberle

Production (as defined by Government Code secl

51104(qg))?

Result in the loss of forest land or conversion of for X
land to nonforest use?

Involve other changes in the existing environment whi X
due to their location or nature, could result@@nversion

of Farmland, to noragricultural use or conversion ¢

forest land to noAforest use?

Agricultural Resources

According to theCalifornia Department of ConservatigpOC)Californid a

and Monitoring Program (FMMP) and B Important Farmland Findethe Roject site is not
designated as Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland ofwsdatemportance.The
Project site is designated ddrban and BuiHJp Landandis not subjet to a Williamson Act
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contract.Williamson Act Contracts are formed between a county or city and a landowner for the
purpose of restricting specific parcels of land griaultural or related open space usé.

Forestry Resources

The FPoject siteis inan area surrounded bgxisting developmentand therefore does not meet
the definition of lands designated as forestland or timberland as defined ARC
Sectionsl2220(g) 4526, and 51104(g).

2(a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance
(Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to fagricultural use?

No Impact. As stated abovethe Roject site is not used for any type of agricultural activit
According to the CalifornRBO@ & Clanpottant Farmland Map, therBject site isdesignated

as Urban and Buitp Land andhot as Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of
Statewidelmportance 14 Therefore the Project site wouldhot convertPrime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance to{agmiculturd use.No impact would occur.

2(b) Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?

No Impact.Asnoted in Respons(a), the Project site is designated as Urban and Biglt.and.
The Project sités not zoned for agricultural use antlis not undera Williamson Act contract
Becausehe Roject would not conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use or idi&hson
Act contract no impactwould occur.

2(c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public
Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code
section 4526), or timberlandaned Timberland Production (as defined by Government
Code section 51104(d)

No Impact.Refer toResponse2(a) above The Project site is in an urban area surrounded by
existing urban development and neither the site, nor the surrounding area is zoneskdrfar
agricultural or forestry usesSince theProject site is not utilized aa forestryresource, andhe
proposed Projects consistent with currenfand use designation anzbning dstrict, no impact
would occur.

13 California Department of ConservatioWilliamson Act Contract#\vailable at
https://www.conservation.ca.gov/dIrp/wa/Pages/contracts.aspx, accessed on June 21, 2021.

14 California Department of ConservatioRarmland Mapping and Monitoring Progravailabé at.
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/DLRP/ClF&dcessed on June 21, 2021.

15 California Department of Conservation, Division of Land Resource Protection S28tE7f California Williamson tX@ontract LandAvailable at
https://planning.lacity.org/eir/HollywoodCeer/Deir/ELD P/(E)%20Initial%20Study/Initial%20Study/Attachment%20B%20References/California%20D
epartment%200f%20Conservation%20Williamson%20Map %2020 1&quéfissed on June 21, 2021.
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2(d) Would the project result irthe loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to ron
forest use?

No Impact. The Poject ste does not meet the requirementef forestland or timberland, as
defined byPRCSections 12220(g), 452@nd 51104(g). Therefore, thedfect would have no
impact onforest land

2(e) Would the project involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their
location or nature could result inconversionof Farmland, to noragricultural use or
conversion of forest land to noforest land?

No Impact. As desdbedin Response(@)above the Roject site is in aurbanareasurrounded
by existing urban developmerandis not zoned or used foagricultural orforestry uses.The

Project would not involve changes in the existing environmeamd would notesult in conversion
of farmland to nonagricultural useTherefore, the Project would have no impach the

conversion of existing farmland to ndarmland
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Air Quality

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than

ENVRONMENTAL IMPACTS Significant Mitigation Significant No
Issues Issues Incorporated Impact Impact

3) AIR QUALITY. Where available, the significance criteria established by the applicable air g
management district or air pollution control district may be relied upon to make the followir
determinations. Would the project:

a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the
applicable air quality plan?

b) Resultin a cumulatively considerable net increase of X
criteria pollutant for which the project region is ner
attainment under an applicable federal or state ambie
air quality standard?

c) Expose sensitive receptors to substantipbllutant X
concentrations?
d) Resultin other emissions (such as those leading to od X

adversely affecting a substantial number of people?

An Air QualityAssessmenfAugust 2022has been prepared bimleyHorn and Associate3 his
reportisavailable in AppendiRto this IS/MNDandis utilizedas the basis tthe following CEQA
Thresholds.

3(a) Conflict with or obstruct implementation ofhe applicable air quality plan?

No Impact As part of its enforcement responsibilities, tHePA requires each state with
nonattainment areas t@repare and submit a State Implementation Plan that demonstrates the
means to attain the federadtandards. The State Implementation Plan must integrate federal,
state, and local plan components anmdgulations to identify specific measures to reduce
pollution in nonattainment areas, using a combinatiohperformance standards and market
based programs. Similarly, under State law, the CCAA requiras guoality attainment plan to

be prepared for areasabignated as nonattainment regarding the state daderal ambient air
quality standards. Air quality attainment plans outline emissions limits and comieakures to
achieve and maintain these standards by the earliest practical date.

The Project is lodad within the South Coast Air Bas{SCAR which is under the jurisdiction of
the SCAQMD. The SCAQMDeiguired, pursuant to the FCAA, to reduce emissions of criteria
pollutants for which the SCAB is monattainment. To reduce such emissions, the SCRQM
drafted the 2016 AQMP. The 2016 AQRHRablishes a program of rules and regulations directed
at reducing air pollutant emissions and achieving sté@alifornia) and national air quality
standards. The 2016 AQMP is a regional and ragkincy effort ineaiding the SCAQMD, the
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/'w. X GKS {/!DZ IyR GKS 9t! ® ¢KS LI IyQa LIffc
AOASYUATAO YR GSOKYAOFt AYyTF2NNIGAZ2Y | YyR LI |
projections and RTP/SCS, updated emissiamventory methodologies for various source
OFGS3I2NASaE>T | yR F{2NBOa Gfalei S DINR £G4 K Sad INRg G
consultation with local governments and witkference to local general plans. The Project is

adzo 2SO0 G2 AQME {/!va5Qa

Criteria for determining consistency with the AQMP are defined by the following indicators:

1 Consistency Criterion No.: The Projectvould not result in an increase in the frequency
or severityof existing air quality violations, or cause or conttédwio new violations, or
delay the timelyattainment of air quality standards or the interim emissions reductions
specified in the AQMP.

1 Consistency Criterion No.:Xhe Projectvould not exceed the assumptions in the AQMP
or increments based on the yeao$ the Project builebut phase.

1 O02 NRA Y3 (i 2CEQKAr Quality Wandbd@ke purpose of the consistency finding

is todetermine if a project is inconsistent with the assumptions and objectives of the regional air
quality plansand thus ifitve dZf R AYGSNFSNBE gA0GK (GKS NBIA2YyQa
NAAQS.

The violations to which Consistency Criterion No. 1 refers are CAAQS and NAAQS. As shown in
Table2, ConstructionRelated Emissions (Maximum Pounds Per Dagl Table3, Operational

Emissions (Maximum Pounds Per Daye Project would not exceed SCAQMD construction or
operational emission standard3he SCAQMD developed their construction and operational
regional and localized mass emissidhsesholds to ensure that project emissiomsould be

consistent with attainment of the NAAQBK SNBEF2NB X LINRP2SOUa (GKIFIG R2
regional and localized thresholds would nobntribute to existing air quality violations. As
RA&aOdzaaSR 0Sft26> G(GKS t NP2 Shigsdas waull \pé BedlizOé A 2y |
{/!'va5Q3d8 (GKNX&AK2fRaAD ¢Kdza> (GKS t NP2SOG Aa O2y:
Concerning Consistency Criterion No. 2, the AQMP contains air pollutant reduction strategies
based on{ / ! DQ& f I 0S&d 3INRS (G KowhXdidBadts wered defingd yirR  { / !
consultation with localgovernments and with reference to local general plans. The proposed

Project is consistent with the lanase designation and development density presented in the

Hemet General Plan and therefore wouldtrexceed the population or job growth projections

used by the SCAQMD to develop the AQMP. Timugnpact would occur, as the Project is also
consistent with the second criterion
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3(b) Resultin a cumulatively considerable net increase of anyeria pollutant for which the
project region is norattainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air
quality standard?

Less than Significanmpact

ConstructionEmissions

Construction associated with the Project would generatertterm emissions of criteria air
pollutants.The criteria pollutants of primary concern within the Project area inclugigr€ursor
pollutants (i.e, ROGand NQ) and PMo and PM . Constructiorgenerated emissions are short
term and of temporaryduration, lasting only as long as construction activities occur, but would
be considered a significant ajuality impact if the volume of pollutants generated exceeds the
{/'va5Qa4 GKNX&EK2fRA& 2F AA3AYATFAOIYyOSo®

Construction results in the temporary generatiohemissions resulting from site grading, road
paving,motor vehicle exhaust associated with construction equipment and worker trips, and the
movement ofconstruction equipment, especially on unpaved surfaces. Emissions of airborne
particulate matter ardargely dependent on the amount of ground disturbance associated with
site preparation activities as welk weather conditions and the appropriate application of water.

Constructiongenerated emissionso be generated bythe Project were calculated usingeh
CARBapproved CalEEModrersion 2020.4.0computer program, which is designed to model
emissions for land use development projedisased on typical construction requirements. See
Appendix Aof the Air Quality Asessmentalso provided as Appendix Attos IS/MND Air Quality
Modeling Data for morenformation regarding the construction assumptions used in this
analysis. Predicted maximum daijonstructiongenerated emissions for the Project are
summarized ifmable2.

Fugitive dust emissions may havsubstantial, temporary impact on local air quality. In addition,
fugitive dust may be a nuisance to those living and working in the Project vicinity. Uncontrolled
dust fromconstruction can become a nuisance and potential health hazard to those living and
working nearby SCAQMD Rules 402 and 403 (prohibition of nuisances, watering of inactive and
perimeter areas, track outequirements, etc.), are applicable to the Project and were applied in
CalEEMod to minimize fugitive dusmissions. Standard ConditidiC) A€l requires the
implementation of Rule 402 and 403 dust conttechniques to minimize PM and PM:5
concentrations. While impacts would be considered less tsignificant, the Project would be
subject to SCAQMD Rules for reducing fugitive ddescribed in theRegulatory Framework
subsection above and identified in SC-AQ
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Table2: ConstructionRelatedEmissions (Ibs/day)

Reactive . Coarse Fine
. Nitrogen Carbon Sulfur . .
. Organic : . L Particulate | Particulate
Construction Yedr Oxide Monoxide | Dioxide
Gases (NO) (CO) (SQ) Matter Matter
(ROG) (PMuo) (PM,.5)
Year 1 (202) 10.74 48.26 39.94 0.10 9.09 5.28
SCAQMD Significance
Q 9 75 100 550 150 150 55
Threshold
Exceed Significance? No No No No No No
Notes:SCAQMD Rule 403 Fugitive Dust applied. The Rule 403 reduction/credits include the following: properly maintain mobie eadstthction equipment;
water exposed surfaces three times daily; and limit speeds on unpaved roads to 15 miles per hourioRegietentages from the SCAQMD CEQA Handh
(Tables XA through XIE) were applied. No mitigation was applied to construction equipment.
Source: CalEEMod version 2020.4.0. Refer to Appendix A for model oafghesAir Quality Analysis provided applendix A of this IS/IMND.

OperationalEmissions

Projectgenerated emissions would be primarily associated with motor vehicleanskarea
sourcessuch as the use of landscape maintenance equipment and architectural cotomgs.
term operational emissions attributable to the Project are summarizet@iable3, Unmitigated

Operational EmissionsAs shown in Tabl8, the Project emissions would nekceedSCAQMD

thresholds.
Table3: Unmitigated Operational Emissions (lbs/day)
Reactlye Nitrogen Carbon Sulfur anrse Elne
Organic : . Ny Particulate | Particulate
Source Oxide Monoxide Dioxide
Gases (NO) (CO) (SQ) Matter Matter
(ROG) (PNho) (PMe.5)
AreaSource Emission 0.74 <0.01 <0.4 0.00 <0.01 <0.01
EnergyEmissions <0.01 0.01 0.01 <0.01 <0.01 <0.01
Mobile Emissions 0.16 2.21 1.45 0.01 0.63 0.20
Off-road Emissions 1.22 10.39 10.33 0.02 0.57 0.52
Total Emissions 2.13 12.62 11.83 0.04 1.22 0.74
SCAQMD Significanc 55 55 550 150 150 55
Thresholds
Exceed thresholds? No No No No No No
Source: CalEEMod version 2020.4.0. Refer to Appendix A for model oafghesAir Quality Analysis provided as Appendix A of this IS/IMND.
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energysources, and mobile sources (i.e., motor vehicle use). Each of these sourdesenibed

below.

1 Area Source Emissions. Area source emissions would be generated duestt on
equipment,architectural coating, and landscaping that were previously not present on
the site.

1 Energy Source Emissions. Energy source emissions would be tgdrdra to electricity
andnatural gas usage associated with the Project. Primary uses of electricity and natural
gas bythe Project would be for space heating and cooling, water heating, ventilation,
lighting,appliances, and electronics.
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1 Mobile Source. Mbile sources are emissions from motor vehicles, including tailpipe and
evaporative emissions. Depending upon the pollutant being discussed, the potential air
quality impact may be of either regional or local concern. For example, ROGPNIQ,
andPM sare all pollutants of regional concern. N&nhd ROG react with sunlight to form
03, known as photochemical smog. Additionally, wind currents readily transpofb PM
and PMs. However, CO tends to be a localized pollutant, dispersing rapidly at the source.

Projectgenerated vehicle emissions are based on the trip generation within the Project

Traffic Impact Analysis and incorporated into CalEEMod as recommended by the
SCAQMDRPer the Project Traffic Impact Analysis, the Project would generate 487 daily
trips (20.3percent trucks).

1 Off-Road Equipment Emission&ecause the Project is a speculative warehouse
developmentand the final enduser is not known, to be conservative it was assumed that
the Project wouldperate six forklifts and one yard truck for eight hours per day.

Table3 shows that net Project emissions would not exceed SCAQMD thresholds for any criteria
air pollutants. Theefore, longterm operations emissions would result in a less than significant
impact.

CumulativeShortTerm Emissions

The SCAB is designated nonattainment for O3,0PéInd PMs for State standards and
nonattainment forO3 and PMsfor Federal standards. Appendix D of the SCAQMD White Paper
on PotentialControl Strategies to Address Cumulative Impacts from Air Pollution (2003) notes
that projects that result iremissions that daot exceed the project specific SCAQMD regional
thresholds of significance shoutdsult in a less than significant impact on a cumulative basis
unless there is other pertinent information tbe contrary. Therefore, if a project is estimated to
result inemissions that do not exceed the thresholdsKk S LINR 2S00 Qa 02 y i NR o dzi A
impact on air quality in the SCAB would not be cumulatigelysiderable. As shown ifable2
above, Project constructiorelated emissions by themselves would mtceed the SCAQMD
significance thresholds for criteria pollutants. Therefore, the proposed Project woatd
generate a cumulatively considerable contribution to air pollutant emissions during construction.

The SCAQMD has developed strategies to reduceriaripollutant emissions outlined in the
AQMPpursuant to the FCAA mandates. The analysis assumed fugitive dust controls-(3C AQ
would be utilizedduring construction, including frequent water applications. SCAQMD rules,
mandates, and complianceith adgpted AQMP emissions control measures would also be
imposed on construction projecthiroughout the SCAB, which would include related projects.
Compliance with SCAQMD rules ardulations would further reduce the Project construction
related impacts. Theffere, Projectrelated construction emissions, combined with those from
other projects in the area, would not substantiathgteriorate local air quality. Construction
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emissions associated with the Project would not result inc@mulatively considerable
contribution to significant cumulative air quality impacts.

CumulativeLongTerm Emissions

The SCAQMD has not established separate significance thresholds for cumulative operational
emissionsThe nature of air emissions is largely a cumuéiimpact. As a result, no single project

is sufficient in sizéo, by itself, result in nonattainment of ambient air quality standards. Instead,
individual project emissionsontribute to existing cumulatively significant adverse air quality
impacts. The SAQMD developed theperational thresholds of significance based on the level

above which individual project emissions woulgsult in a cumulatively considerable

O2y dNAO6dziA2y G2 GKS {/! . Qa S &prajeciithatexckedthed |j dzi £ A
SCAQMD operational thresholds would also be a cumulatively considesabtebution to a

significant cumulative impact.

As shown inTable 3, the Project operational emissions would not exceed the SCAQMD
thresholds.Therefore, operation emissions assated with the Project would not result in a
cumulativelyconsiderable contribution to significant cumulative air quality impagt$ess than
significant impact would occur with implementation of SGRAQ

Standard Conditions and Requirements:

SCAQ1 Prior to the issuance of grading permits, the City Engineer shall confirm that the
Grading PlarBuilding Plans and Specifications require all construction contractors
to comply with Soutld 2 &G ! ANJ vdz-r t AGeé al yl3SYSyd 5.
402 and 4030 minimizeconstruction emissions of dust and particulates. The
measures include, but are not limited tihe following:

1 Portions of a construction site to remain inactive longer than a period of three
monthswould be seeded and watered until grass cover is grown or otherwise
stabilized.

1 All onsite roadsvould be paved as soon as feasible or watered periodically or
chemicaly stabilized.

1 All material transported ofkite would be either sufficiently watered or
securely covered to prevent excessive amounts of dust.

1 The area disturbed by clearing, grading, earthmoving, or excavation
operationswould be minimized at all times.

" Where vehicles leave a construction site and enter adjacent public streets, the
streetswould be swept daily or washed down at the end of therkdayto
remove soil tracked onto the paved surface.
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3(c)

Less than Significarimpact

LocalizedConstruction Significancénalysis

Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutamncentrations?

To identify impacts to sensitive receptors, the SCAQMD recommends addressialg
significance thresholdf_STkfor construction.LSTs were developed in responge3CAQMD

Governing Boards' Environmental Justice Enhancenmérdtive (F4). The SCAQMD provided the

Final Localized Significance Threshold Methodol@ated June2003 [revised 2008]) for
guidance. The LST methodology assists lead agencies in anébgzilimedimpacts associated
with Projectspecific emissions.

Since CalEEMod calculates construction emissions based on the number of equipment hours and
the maximum daily soil disturbance activity possible for each piece of equipnieaitle 4,
EquipmentSpecific Grading Ratess used to determine the maximum daily disturbed acreage

for comparison to LSTs. Tappropriatesource receptor areadSRAfor the localized significance

thresholds is the Hemet/San Jacinto Valley area (SR&ir&®) thisarea includes the Project. LSTs
apply to CO, NQPMy, and PMs. The SCAQMD produced lookaples for projects that disturb
areas less than or equal to 5 acres in size. Project constructiantisipated to disturb a
maximum of4 acres per day. As th& ST guidance provides thresholds for projetisturbing %,

2-, and 5acres in size and the thresholds increase with size of the site, the LST4-fmra
disturbance threshold were interpolated and utilized for this analysis.

Table4: EquipmentSpeciic Grading Rates

. Equipment | Equipment Acres Operating Acres
ConstructionPhase Type Quantity Graded per| Hours per| Graded per
8-Hour Day Day Day
Tractors 2 0.5 8 1
) _ Graders 1 0.5 8 0.5
Site Preparation Dozers 1 05 P 05
Scrapers 2 1 8 2
Total Acres Graded per Da 4
Source: CalEEMod version 2020.4.0. Refer to Appendix A for model outputs of the Air Quality Analysis provided as Agpthili$/MOID.
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distances to sensitive receptoos 25, 50, 100, 200, and 500 meters. The SCAQMD recommends
that the 25meter LSTs should be ustd receptors located 25 meters away or less. Therefore,

LSTs for receptors located at 25 et or lessvere utilized in this analysis.

Table 5, Localized Significance of Construction Emissiopsesents theresults of localized
emissions during each construction phase. Table 10 shows that emissions optiegants on
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the peak day of constation would not result in significant concentrations of pollutantsiaarby
sensitive receptors. Significant impacts would not occur concerning LSTs during construction.

Table5: Localized Significance of Construction Emissions

. Coarse Fine
Nitrogen Carbon : :
. .. . . Particulate Particulate
OperationActivity Oxide Monoxide
(NOY (CO) Matter Matter
(PMy) (PM.5)

Site Grading 33.08 19.70 8.90 5.23
Grading 38.84 29.04 5.07 2.86
Building Construction 15.62 16.36 0.81 0.76
Paving 11.12 14.58 0.57 0.52
Architectural Coating 1.41 1.81 0.08 0.08
SCAQMD Localized Screening Thresh 205 1677 1 7
(4 acres at 25 meters)
Exceed SCAQMD Threshold? No No No No
Source: CalEEMod version 2020.4.0. Refer to Appendix A for model outputs of the Air @ueliisis provided as Appendix A of this IS/MND.

Localized Operational Significance Analysis

According to the SCAQMD LST methodology, LSTs would apply to the operational phase of a
project onlyif it includes stationary sources or attracts mobdeurces that may spend long
periods queuing and idlingt the site (e.g.warehouse or transfer facilities). Since the Project is

a warehouse, the operational phadeST protocol is conservatively applied to both the area
source and 10 percent of the mobikource emissions. This portion of the mobile sources
conservatively represents the onsite idling from trucks.tlies nearest receptors are located
approximately 70 feet (21.34 meters) from the Project site, the stritt®ms for 25 meters in
SRA28 were dilized in this analysis. Although the Project is approximately 18d8s, the 5

acre LST threshold was conservatively used for the Project, as the LSTs increase withothe size
the site.

As noted above, the LST analysis only includesitensources. bwever, the CalEEMod model
outputs donot separate on and offsite emissions for mobile sources. Emissions shown in
Table6, Localized Significance of Operational Emissiom®nservatively include all esite
Projectrelated area sourceff-road equipmat emissionsand 10 percent of the total Project
related new mobile sources since a portion of mobile sources would include vehicles
maneuvering and idling esite. Table6 shows that the maximum daily emissions of these
pollutants during operations wouldot result in significant concentrations of pollutants at nearby
sensitive receptors. Therefore, significant impacts would not occur concerning LSTs during
operationalactivities.
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Table6: Localized Significance of Operational Emissions

. Coarse Fine
Nitrogen Carbon : .
- . . Particulate Particulate
Activity Oxide Monoxide
(NOY (CO) Matter Matter
(PMlO) (PM2.5)

On$|te Area Sourcand offroad 10.41 10.38 0.59 0.54
equipment
10% of Mobile Source Emissions 0.221 0.145 0.063 0.02
TotalEmissions 10.63 10.53 0.65 0.56
SCAQMD Localized Screening Thresh 371 1,965 4 5
(5acres at 25 meters)
Exceed SCAQMD Threshold? No No No No
Source: CalEEMod version 2020.4.0. Refer to Appendix A for model outputs of the Air Quality prealides as Appendix A of this IS/MND.

Criteria Pollutant Health Impacts

On December 24, 2018, the California Supreme Court issued an opinion identifying the need to
provided dzZF FAOASY G AYTF2NNIGAZ2Y O2yy S Onpdct a edplai,INR 2 S O
why suchinformation could not be ascertaine®ierra Club v. County of FredRoiant Ranch,

L.P.] [2018] Cal.5tiCase No. S219783). The SCAQMD has set its CEQA significance thresholds
based on the FCAA, whidefines a major stationgrsource (in extreme ozone nonattainment

areas such as the South CoastBasin) as emitting 10 tons per year. The thresholds correlate

with the trigger levels for the federal NeBource Review (NSR) Program and SCAQMD Rule 1303

for new or modified sourc® The NSR Progrdimvas created by the FCAA to ensure that
stationary sources of air pollution are constructed or modified manner that is consistent with

attainment of healthbased federal ambient air quality standards. Téa@eral ambient air qualt

standards establish the levels of air quality necessary, with an adequate nwrgafety, to
LINEGSOGO GKS LMzt AO KSFHfGK® ¢KSNSEST2NEZ mastiR 2SO0
emissions thresholds would not violate any air quality standardsoatribute substantially to an

existing or projected air quality violation and no criteria pollutant health impacts.

As previously discussed, Project emissions would be less than significant and would not exceed
SCAQMbDhresholds (refer to Tabl2 and Tdle 3). Localized effects of esite project emissions

on nearby receptorgvere also found to be less than significant (refer to T&#ded Table). The
LSTs represent thenaximum emissions from a project that are not expected to cause or
contribute to an exceedance of theost stringent applicable federal or state ambient air quality
standard. The LSTs were developed bySRAQMD based on the ambient concentrations of that
pollutant for each source receptor area amlistance to the nearest sensitive mgator. The
ambient air quality standards establish the levels of quality necessary, with an adequate
margin of safety, to protect public health, including protecting bigalth of sensitive populations
such as asthmatics, children, and the elderlysAswn above, projectelated emissions would

not exceed the regional thresholds or the LSTs, and therefore would not exteeanbient air

16 Code of Federal Regulation (CFR) [i.e., PSD (40 CFR 52.21, 40 CFRO5CARG1.165 (b)), Nattainment NSR (40 CBR.24, 40 CFR
51.165, 40 CFR part 51, Appendix S)
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quality standards or cause an increase in the frequency or severity of existing violatiamns
guality standardsT herefore, sensitive receptors would not be exposed to criteria pollutant levels
in excess of the healthased ambient air quality standards.

Carbon Monoxide Hotspots

A A v A ¥
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of anintersection resulting from the Project would have the potential to result in exceedances of

the CAAQS dYAAQS. It has long been recognized that CO exceedances are caused by vehicular
emissions, primarilwhen vehicles are idling at interséans. Vehicle emissions standards have

become increasingly stringemn the last 20 years. Currently, the CO standard in California is a
maximum of 3.4 grams per mile fpassenger cars (requirements for certain vehicles are more
stringent). With the turrover of older vehiclesntroduction of cleaner fuels, and implementation

of control technology on industrial facilities, C&ncentrations have steadily declined.
Accordingly, with the steadily decreasing CO emissions frahicles, even very busy
intersections do not result in exceedances of the CO standard.

The South Coast Air Basin (SCAB) watesgnated as attainment in 2007 and is no longer
addressed inthg / ! va5Qa&a !vatd® ¢KS wWnno !vat Aa GKS Y2
CO concentratins. As part othe SCAQMIZO Hotspot Analysithe Wilshire Boulevard/Veteran
Avenue intersection, one of the mosbngested intersections in Southern California with an
average daily traffic (ADT) volume of approximate¥,000 vehicles per day, was madek for
CO concentrations. This modeling effort identified acd@centration high of 4.6 ppm, which is
well below the 35ppm Federal standard. The Project considehedein would not produce the
volume of traffic required to generate a CO hot spot in tuntext of{ / | v aGOHbotspot
Analysis As the CO hotspots were not experienced at the WilsBoalevard/Veteran Avenue
intersection even as it accommodates 100,000 vehicles daily, it caeds®nably inferred that
CO hotspots would not be experienceicbay vicinity intersections resulting froda vehicle trips
attributable to the Project. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.

ConstructionRelated Diesel Particulate Matter

Construction would result in the generation of DRIvhissions from the use of efbad diesel
equipment required. The amount to which the receptors are exposed (a function of
concentration and duration oéxposure) is the primary factor used to determine health risk
(i.e, potential exposure to TAC emissilavels that exceed applicable standards). Headlated
risks associated with diesekhaust emissions agimarily linked to longerm exposure and the
associated risk of contracting cancer.

The use of diesglowered construction equipment would be tgrorary and episodic. The
duration of exposure would be short and exhaust from construction equipment dissipates
rapidly. Current modelsand methodologies for conducting health risk assessments are
associated with longeterm exposureperiods of 9, 30, and0 years, which do not correlate well
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with the temporary and highly variable natu# construction activities. The closest sensitive
receptors are located approximately 100 feet to the west.

Construction is temporary and would be transient throughout #ite (i.e, move from location

to location)and would not generate emissions in a fixed location for extended periods of time.
Project constructiorinvolves phased activities in several areas across the site and the Project
would not require the extensivase of heavyduty construction equipment or diesel trucks in any
one location over the duration afevelopment, which would limit the exposure of any proximate
individual sensitive receptor to TACs.

Construction would be subject to and would comply withifGenia regulations limiting the idling

of heavyduty construction equipment to no more than 5 minutes to further reduce nearby
AaSYyanriAr o Sexpdts telin@rdi &and variable DPM emissions. Given the temporary
and intermittent nature ofconstructon activities likely to occur within specific locations in the
Project site (i.e., construction is niokely to occur in any one location for an extended time), the
dose of DPM of any one receptor is exposedvould be limited. Therefore, consideringeth
relatively short duration of DPMmitting constructioractivity at any one location and the highly
dispersive properties of DPM, emissions generateccbystruction activities, in and of itself,
would not be expected to expose sensitive receptors to tatisal amounts of air toxics and the
Project would have a less than significant impact.

Operational Diesel Particulate Matter

The Project proposes a 22,000 sq. ft. warehouse building that would generate approximately
12truck tripsper day. The SCAQMD ocaomends health risk assessments for projects that would
have 100 or mordrucks per day. Additionally, project operations would not include stationary
sources that would generata substantial amount of TACs. Therefore, the Project would not
represent a new source of DPM or aother TAC. No operational impacts from DPM or TACs
would occur.

Overall, Projectimplementationwould have a less thang significant impactsemsitive receptors
regarding exposure to pollutant concentrations.

3(d) Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a
substantial number of people?

Less than Significanmpact The SCAQMECEQA Air Quality Handboadentifies certain land
uses as sources of odors. These land usdade agricliure (farming and livestock), wastewater
treatment plants, food processing plantshemical plants, composting facilities, refineries,
landfills, dairies, and fiberglass molding. The Propemtild not include any of the land uses that
have been identifiedby the SCAQMD as odor sources.

During constructiorrelated activities, some odors (not substantial pollutant concentrations) that
may bedetected are those typical of construction vehicles (edggsel exhaust from grading and
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construction equipment). Tlese odors are a temporary shesrm impact that is typical of
construction projects anevould disperse rapidly. The Project would not include any of the land
uses that have been identified bye SCAQMD as odor sources. Therefore, the Project would not
create objectionable odorand a less than significant impact would occur.
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Biological Resources

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS Significant Mitigation Significant

Issues Issues Incorporated Impact

4) BIOLOGICAL RESOUR®EId the project:

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly X
through habitat modifications, on any species identifi
as a candidate, sensitive, or spegatdtus species in loce
or regional plans,policies, or regulations, or by th
California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish
Wildlife Service?

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian hak X
or other sensitive natural community identified in local
regional plans, policies, regulations, or by the Califor
Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wilc
Service?

c) Have a substantial adverse effect atate orfederally X
protected wetlands (including, but not limited to, mars
vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, fillir
hydrological interruption, or other means?

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any nati X
resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or wi
established native resident or migratory wildlife
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nurse

sites?

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecti X
biological resources, such as a tree preservation polic
ordinance?

f)  Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habit X

Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conserval
Plan, orother approved localregional, or state habitaf
conservation plan?

The following is based on informatiamthe HemetGPChapter 7¢ Open Space and Conservation
Element, in the HemdEEIR Chapter 4.4 Biological Resoyraedin the HabitatAssessmenand
Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP) Consistency
Analysis for the Hemet JD FieReport prepared by ELMT Consulting dated July 30, 208&

report is included as Appendiin this IS/MND and the results are summarized herein.
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Methodology
Literature Review

A literature review and records searetas conducted for speciadtatus biologcal resources
potentially occurring on or within the vicinity of the project site. Previously recorded occurrences

of speciailstatus plant and wildlife species and their proximity to the project were determined
through a query of the CDFWs CNDDB Rardinthe California Native Plant Society (CNPS)
Electronic Inventory of Rare and Endangered Vascular Plants of California, Calflora Database,
compendia of speciatatus species published by CDFW, United States Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWS) species ligds, and species covered within the MSHCP and associated technical
documents.

All available reports, survey results, and literature detailing the biological resources previously
observed on omvithin the vicinity of the project site were reviewed to und@sd existing site
conditions and note the extent of any disturbances that have occurred on the project site that
would otherwise limit the distribution of speciatatus biological resources. Standard field guides
and texts were reviewed for specific h&ddi requirements of speciadtatus and norspeciat
status biological resources, as well as the following resources:

OYPANRBYYSYyiUlf t NRGISOGAZ2Y !'3Sy0O& o69t! 0 21 (S
1 Google Earth Pro historic aerial imagery (1:284.8);

United Staes Department of Agriculture (USDA) Natural Resource Conservation Service

(NRCS), Soail Survéy

1 USFWS Critical Habitat designations for Threatened and Endangered Species;

1  USFWS National Wetlands Inventory (NWI);

9 {GSLKSYQa YIy3IFNR2nR&ng | FoAGlE O [/ 2y&aASNDI (A2

1 Western Riverside County Regional Conservation Authority (RCA) MSHCP Information
Map; and

2006 Burrowing Owl Survey Instructions for the Western Riverside Multiple Species
Habitat Conservation Plan Area.

The literature review provided a baselineofin which to inventory the biological resources
potentially occurring on the project site. The CNDDB database was used, in conjunction with
ArcGlSsoftware, to locate the nearest recorded occurrences of spestatls species and
determine the distance frorthe project.

Habitat Assessment/Field Investigation

Following the literature review, biologist Jacob H. Lloyd Davies initially inventoried and evaluated
the condition of the habitat within the project site on June 23, 2021. Plant communities identified

17 A soil series is defined as a group of soils with similar profiles developed from similar parent materials under comiraeidecd
vegetation condibns. These profiles include major horizons with similar thickness, arrangement, and other important characteristics, which
may promote favorable conditions for certain biological resources.
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onaerial photographs during tHéerature review were verified by walking meandering transects
through the plant communities and along boundaries between plant communities. In addition,
aerial photography was reviewed prior to the site investigation toatecpotential natural
corridors and linkages that may support the movement of wildlife through the area. These areas
identified on aerial photography were then walked during the field survey.

All plant and wildlife species observed, as well as dominanttpaecies within each plant
community, were recorded. Plant species observed during the field survey were identified by
visual characteristics and morphology in the field. Unusual and less familiar plant species were
photographed during the field surveynd identified in the laboratory using taxonomical guides.
Wildlife detections were made througbbservationof scat, trails, tracks, burrows, nests, and/or
visual and aural observation. In addition, site characteristics such as soil condition, topography,
hydrology, anthropogenic disturbances, indicator species, condition ofsiten plant
communities, and presence of potential jurisdictional drainage and/or wetland features were
noted.

Soil Series Assessment

Onsite and adjoining soils were researched piiorthe field survey using the USDA NRCS Soil
Survey for Western Riverside Are@alifornia In addition, a review of the local geological
conditions and historical aerial photographs was conducted to assess the ecological changes that
the project site hasindergone.

Plant Communities

Plant communities were mapped using #rbhute USGS topographic base maps and aerial
photography. The plant communities were delineated on an aerial photograph, classified in
accordance with those described in the MSHCP, aed tigitized into GIS Arcview. The Arcview
application was used to compute the area of each plant community in acres.

Plants

Common plant species observed during the field survey were identified by visual characteristics
and morphology in the field andecordedin a field notebook. Unusual and lefsmiliar plants

were photographed in the field and identified in the laboratorging taxonomic guides.
Taxonomic nomenclature used in this study follows the 2012 Jepson Manual (Hickman 2012). In
this report, scientific names are provided immediately following common names of plant species
(first reference only).

Wildlife

Wildlife spetes detected during field surveys by sight, calls, tracks, scat, or other sign were
recorded during surveys in a field notebook. Field guides were used to assist with identification
of wildlife species during the survey includ€de Sibley Field Guide twetBirds of Western North
America(Sibley 2003)A Field Guide to Western Reptiles and Amphib{&bsbbins 2003), and
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AField Guide to Mammals of North Ameri@eid 2006). Although common names of wildlife
species are fairly well standardized, scientifiames are provided immediately following
common names in this report (first reference only).

Jurisdictional Drainages and Wetlands

Aerial photography was reviewed prior to conducting a field investigation in order to locate and
inspect any potential natal drainage features, ponded areas, or water bodies that may fall
under the jurisdiction of the United States Army Corps of Engineers (Corps), Regional Water
Quality Control Board (Regional Board), or CDFW. In general, surface drainage features indicated
as blueline streamson USGS maps that are observed or expected to exhibit evidence of flow are
considered potential riparian/riverine habitat and are also subject to state and federal regulatory
jurisdiction. In addition, ELMT reviewed jurisdictional waténformation through examining
historical aerial photographs to gain an understanding of the impact of-les@don natural
drainage patterns in the area. The USFWS National Wetland Inventory (NWI) and Environmental
t N2PGSOGA2Yy ! 3SyOe o®tPobiSMNASNRIENRINGI ¥SNEB 6 SN,
determine whether any hydrologic features and wetland areas have been documented on or
within the vicinity of the project site.

Topography and Soils

The project site is located at an approximate elevation of 3,821,554 feet above mean sea

level. Onsite topography is flat and the site slopes marginally from northeast to southwest.
Based on the NRCS USDA Web Soil Survey, the project site is underlain by San Emigdio fine sandy
loam (O to 2 percent slopes, ocoasal frost) and San Emigdio fine sandy loam (0 to 2 percent
slopes) refer to Exhibit 7, Soils Soils orsite have been mechanically disturbed and heavily
compacted from historic land uses (i.e., agricultural activities, routine weed abatement, and
surrounding development).
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Existing Site Condition

The project site and surrounding area historically supported agricultural activities, with the site
itself supporting a farmhouse and associated structures. At present, the site is boundeslyent

by existing development. Surrounding developments include industrial developments to the
north and east, South Gilmore Street to the west with residential development beyond, and the
Atchison, Topeka, and Santa Fe Railroad (ATSF) to the south witlenmigal development
beyond. The site itself is undeveloped, with the exception of a remnant silo structure along the
eastern boundary.

Vegetation

Due to existing land uses, no native plant communities or natural communities of special concern
were obsered on or adjacent to the project site. The site consists primarily of vacant,
undeveloped land that has been subject to a variety of anthropogenic disturbances and was
historically used for agricultural land uses. The project site is no longer used foulagal
activities but has been subjected to -going weedabatement activities and additional
disturbance associated with surrounding development. These disturbances have eliminated the
natural plant communities that were once present on and surroundnggproject site. Refer to
Attachment C, Site Photographs, for representative site photographs. No native plant
communitieswould be impacted from implementation of the proposed project.

The project site supports one (1) plant community: amative grassind. In addition, the site
supports one(1) land cover type that would be classified as developed (refeExbibit 5
Vegetationof the Habitat AssessmentThe majority ofhe site supports a nonative grassland
dominated. This plant community is dominated by nmative grasses such as brom&dmus
spp) and oats (®ena spp. Additional species observed in the npative grassland include
Russian thistle (Salsola tragusviediterranean mustard Hirschfeldia incana horseweed
(Erigeron sp, and puncture vinel{ribulus terrestris

A small concrete structure is supported along the eastern boundary that was formerly used in
crop sorting and packing operations. This stuuetis largely vertical but extends underground to

an unknown depth and width. Abowground portions of the structure do not support any plant
species, but the foundation is surrounded by roattive grasses.

Wildlife

Plant communities provide foraging h&ddi nesting/denning sites, and shelter from adverse
weather or predation This section provides a discussion of those wildlife species that were
observed or are expected to occur within the project site. The discussion is to be used a general
reference an is limited by the season, time of day, and weather conditions in which the field
survey was conducted. Wildlife detections were based on calls, songs, scat, tracks, burrows, and
direct observation.
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Fish

The MSHCP does not identify any covered or spstadlis fish species as potentially occurring
within the project site.Further, no fish or hydrogeomorphic features (e.g., perennial creeks,
ponds, lakes, reservoirs) that would provide suitable habitat for fish were observed on or within
the vicinity of tre site. Therefore, no fish are expected to occur and are presumed absent.

Amphibians

The MSHCP does not identify any covered or spstalis amphibian species as potentially
occurring within the project siteFurther, no amphibians or hydrogeomorphic teaes
(e.g.,perennial creeks, ponds, lakes, reservoirs) that would provide suitable habitat for
amphibian species were observed on or within the vicinity of the site. Therefore, no amphibians
are expected to occur.

Reptiles

The MSHCP does not identify aogvered or speciadtatus reptilian species as potentially
occurring within the project site. The site provides a limited amount of habitat for reptile species
adapted to a high degree of human disturbance associated with theiterweed abatement
activities and surrounding development. The only reptilian species observed during the field
investigation was common siddotched lizard (ta stansburiana elegapsCommon reptilian
species that could be expected to occur-gite include Great Basin fence lida(Sceloporus
occidentalis longipgsand San Diego alligator lizafd8lgaria multicarinatavebbii). Due to the

high levels of anthropogenic disturbances and surrounding development, no spsiaals
reptilian species are expected to occur within projsite.

Birds

The project site and adjacent development provide marginal foraging habitat for bird species
adapted to a high degree of routine human disturbance. Bird species detected during the field
survey include common ravelQrvuscoray, housesparrow Passer domesticiisrock pigeon

(Columba livl American kestrelRalco sparveriusX { | & Q Baydric2sd@S /0O aaAyQ
kingbird {Tyrannus vociferais> [/ 2a (| Q& Cdlyad Ycbsyad @rfd Ndause ofinch
(Haemorhouse mexicanus

Mammals

The MSHCP does not identify any covered or spstalis mammalian species as potentially
occurring within the project site. The only mammalian species detected during the field
investigation were pocket gophefflomomys sp.and deer minceReronyscus sp. Common
mammalian species that could be expected to occur include coyote (Canis latrans), opossum
(Didelphis virginiang and raccoonRrocyon lotoy. No bats are expected to roost -@ite due to

lack of roosting opportunities are routine dishance associated with adjacent development.
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Nesting Birds and Raptors

No active nests or birds displaying nesting behavior were observed during the field survey, which
was conducted during breeding season. Although subjected to routine disturbance, adjacen
ornamental landscaping and structures have the potential to provide suitable nesting habitat for
yearround and seasonal avian residents, as well as migrating songbirds that could occur in the
area that are adapted to urban environments. Additionally ttisturbed portions of the site

have to potential to support groundesting birds such as killdeeClfaradrius vociferansNo
raptors are expected to nest egite due to lack of suitable nesting opportunities.

Nesting birds are protected pursuant to thigratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA) and California Fish
and Game Code (Sections 3503, 3503.5, 3511, and 3513 prohibit the take, possession, or
destruction of birds, their nests or eggs). If construction occurs between February 1st and
August31st, a preconstuction clearance survey for nesting birds should be conducted within
three (3) days of the start of any vegetation removal or ground disturbing activities to ensure that
no nesting birdsvould be disturbed during construction.

Migratory Corridors and Linkges

Habitat linkages provide connections between larger habitat areas that are separated by
development. Wildlife corridors are similar to linkages but provide specific opportunities for
animals to disperse or migrate between areas. A corridor can baetkfas a linear landscape
feature of sufficient width to allow animal movement between two comparatively undisturbed
habitat fragments. Adequate cover is essential for a corridor to function as a wildlife movement
area. It is possible for a habitat corridto be adequate for one species yet still inadequate for
others. Wildlife corridors are features that allow for the dispersal, seasonal migration, breeding,
and foraging of a variety of wildlife species. Additionally, open space can provide a buffatagain
both human disturbance and natural fluctuations in resources.

TheProject site has not been identified as occurring in a wildlife corridor or linkage. The proposed
project would be confined to existing areas that have been heavily disturbed and aiasiol
from regional wildlife corridors and linkages. In addition, there are no riparian corridors, creeks,
or useful patches of steppingstone habitat (natural areas) within or connecting the site to a
recognized wildlife corridor or linkage. As such, imptetation of the proposed project is not
expected to impact wildlife movement opportunities. Therefore, impacts to wildlife corridors or
linkages are not expected to occur.

Jurisdictional Areas

There are three key agencies that regulate activities witHemid streams, wetlands, and riparian
areas in California. The Corps Regulatory Branch regulates discharge of dredge or fill materials
Ayid2 aolGSNAR 2F GKS ! yAGSR {GFGdS&a¢ LizNmdz y i
Section 10 of the Rivers ané#bors Act. Of the State agencies, the CDFW regulates alterations
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to streambed and bank under Fish and Wildlife Code Sections 1600 et seq., and the Regional
Board regulates discharges into surface waters pursuant to Section 401 of the CWA and the
Californa PorterCologne Water Quality Control Act.

Based on the USFWS National Wetlands Inventory Map, one (1) riverine resource occurs
immediately south and outside of the project footprint, in association with a channelized storm
drain channel. Based on thpoposedproject design, no impacts to the storm drain channel are
expected tooccur. However, if impacta/ould occur to channel from project implementation (i.e.,
storm drain tiein, etc.)further reviewwould be required.

No jurisdictional drainage and/or wetland features were observed on the project site or within
the during the field investigatiorkurther, no blueline streams have been recorded on the project
site. Therefore, development of the projesbuldnot result n impacts to Corps, Regional Board,
or CDFW jurisdiction and regulatory approwatsuld not be required.

SpecialStatus Biological Resources

The CNDDB was queried for reported locations of spstadiis plant and wildlife species as well

as natural commuities of special concern in the Hemet USGSnfisute quadrangle. This
singular quadrangle was used due to-gite conditions and surrounding development. A search

of published records within this quadrangle was conducted using the CNDDB Rarefind 5 online
software and the CDFW BIOS database thiedCNPS Inventory of Rare and Endangered Plants
of California that supplied information regarding the distribution and habitats of vascular plants
in the vicinity of the project site. The habitat assessment evalliatee conditions of the
habitat(s) within the boundaries of the project site to determine if the existing plant
communities, at the time of the survey, have the potential to provide suitable habitat(s) for
speciaistatus plant and wildlife species.

The lterature search identified twelve (12) specsthtus plant species, fortfive (45) special
status wildlife species, and one (1) speaftus plant community were identified as having
potential to occur within the Hemet quadrangle. Speatitus plantand wildlife species were
evaluated for their potential to occur within the project site based on habitat requirements,
availability and quality of suitable habitat, and known distributions. Species determined to have
the potential to occur within the gemal vicinity are presented in TableID Potentially Occurring
SpecialStatus Biological Resources, provided in Attachment D. Refer to Tabldob a
determination regarding the potential occurrence of speattus plant and wildlife species
within the project site.

SpecialStatus Plants

According to the CNDDB and CNPS, twelve (12) systaiat plant species have been recorded
in the Hemet quadrangle (refer to Attachment D). No spestatus plants were observed on the
project site during the field westigation. The project site is heavily disturbed and no longer
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support native plant communities that have the potential to provide suitable habitat for
speciaistatus plant species. Based on habitat requirements for specific species and the
availabilityand quality of orsite habitats, it was determined no speesihtus plant species have
potential to occur orsite due to the lack of native habitats and routine-site disturbances and

all are presumed absent.

SpecialStatus Wildlife

According to the CNDB, fortyfive (45) speciastatus wildlife species have been reported in the

Hemet quadrangle (refer to Attachment D). The only spestitius wildlife species observed
RdAdZNAY3a G(GKS FTASER Ay@SadAalraArzy gl a [ 2%0l Qa K
specific species and the availability and quality ofsde habitats, it was determined that the

project site has a low potential to support California horned I&ite(nophila alpestris acfjaAll

remaining speciastatus wildlife species were preswth to be absent from the project site.

¢2 SyadnNS AYLIOGa G2 /2a0lQa KdzYYAy3IoANR YR
implementation of the proposed project, a pmonstruction nesting bird clearance survey shall

be conducted prior tgrounddisturbance. With implementation of the preonstruction nesting

OANR Of SIF NI yOS adz2NSe s -shilmed hévkzandiCalifornia BotiRINEKQ K| ¢
would be less than significant and no mitigatiasmould be required.

SpecialStatus Plant Communities

The CNDDB lists one (1) spedtdtus plant community as being identified within the Hemet
guadrangle: Southern Coast Live Oak Riparian Forest. This plant community was not observed
onsite. No CDFW speckthtus plant communities occur within the boundeasiof the project

site.

Critical Habitat

'YRSNJ 6KS FSRSNIf 9yRFYISNBSR {LISOASA ! OGX d&/ NJ
of a species or within one year of listing. Critical Habitat refers to specific areas within the
geographical rangefaa species at the time it is listed that include the physical or biological
features that are essential to the survival and eventual recovery of that species. Maintenance of
these physical and biological features requires special management conside@tjgmgection,
regardless of whether individuals or the species are present or not. All federal agencies are
required to consult with the United States Fish and WildB&vicg USFWS) regarding activities
they authorize, fund, or permit which may affeatfederally listed species or its designated
Critical Habitat. The purpose of the consultation is to ensure that projects will not jeopardize the
continued existence of the listed species or adversely modify or destroy its designated Critical
Habitat. Thedesignation of Critical Habitat does not affect private landowners, unless a project
they are proposing is on federal lands, uses federal funds, or requires federal authorization or
permits (e.g., funding from the Federal Highways Administration or a €@rAit from the
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Corps). If a there is a federal nexus, then the federal agency that is responsible for providing the
funding or permit would consult with the USFWS.

The project site is not located with federally designated Critical Habitat (reféxMhdbit 6, Critical
Habitat, in Attachment Af the Biological Resources Assessment provided as Attachment B to
this Initial Study. The nearest designated Critical Habitat to the site is located approximately
1.97miles to the south for coastal Californigatcatcher (Polioptila californica californica) and
2.12 miles to the west for spreading navarretia (Navarretia fossalis). Therefore, the loss or
adverse modification of Critical Habitabuld not occur as a result of the proposed project and
consultation with the USFW&ould not be required for implementation of the proposed project.

Western Riverside County MSHCP

The project site is located within the San Jacinto Valley Area Ptha BfSHCP but is not located
within any Criteria Cells or MSHCP Coraton Areas (refer to Exhibit 7, MSHCP Criteria Area,
in Attachment Aof the Biological Resources Assessment provided as Attachment B to this Initial
Study). Further, it was determined that the project site is not located within any MSHCP
designated specgesurvey areas.

1 Amphibian Not in an amphibian survey area

1 Burrowing Owls Not in a burrowing owl survey area

1 Criteria Area Species Not in a criteria area species survey area
1 Mammals Not in a mammal survey area

1 Narrow Endemic Plants  Not in a narrow endmic plant survey area

Since the City is a permittee under the MSHCP and, while the project is not specifically identified
as a Covered Activity under Section 7.1 of the MSHCP, public and private development that are
outside ofCriteriaAreas and Public/QstPublic (PQP) Lands are permitted under the MSHCP,
subject to consistency with MSHCP policies that apply to area outside of Criteria Areas. As such,
to achieve coverage, the project must be consistent with the following policies of the MSHCP:

1 The polices for the protection of species associated with Riparian/Riverine areas and
vernal pools as set forth in Section 6.1.2 of the MSHCP;

1 The policies for the protection of Narrow Endemic Plant Species as set forth in
Section6.1.3 of the MSHCP;

1 The requiremets for conducting additional surveys as set forth in Section 6.3.2 of the
MSHCP;

1 Guidelines pertaining to the Urban/Wildlands Interface intended to address indirect
effects associated with locating Development in proximity to the MSHCP Conservation
Area agletailed in Section 6.1.4 of the MSHCP.
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Riparian/Riverine Areas and Vernal Pools

The MSHCP requires that an assessment be completed if impacts to riparian/riverine areas and
vernal pools couldccurfrom construction of the proposed project. Accordinghe MSHCP, the
documentation for the assessment shall include mapping and a description of the functions and
values of the mapped areas with respect to the species listed in Section 6.1.2 of the MSHCP,
Protection of Species Associated with Riparian/RieeAreas and Vernal Pools.

Riparian/Riverine Areas

As identified in Section 6.1.2 of the MSHCP, Protection of Species Associated with
Riparian/Riverinéreas and Vernal Pools, riparian/riverine areas are defined as areas dominated
by trees, shrubs, persisté emergent plants, or emergent mosses and lichens which occur close
to or are dependent upon nearby freshwater, or areas with freshwater flowing during all or a
portion of the yearConservatiorof these areas is intended to protect habitat that is essential to

a number of listed or specistatus waterdependent fish, amphibian, avian, and plant species.

If impacts to riparian/riverine habitat cannot be avoided, a Determination of Biologically
Equivalent or Superior Preservation (DBESP) must be developed to address the replacement of
lost functions of habitats in regard to the listed species. This assessment is independent from
O2y&aARSNY GA2ya 3IAGBSYy (2 daol (0 $ENBIzZy2RFS NI KISK S @/ {2d¢ |
California Fish and Game Code.

No jurisdictional drainages, riparian/riverine and/or wetland features were observed within the
project site during the field investigation. Development of the proposed prajeeild not result

in impects to riparian/riverine habitats and a DBE®Buld not be required for the loss of
riparian/riverine habitat from development of the proposed project. Therefore, the project is
consistent with Section 6.1.2 of the MSHCP.

Vernal Pools and Fairy Shrimp Héddi

One of the factors for determining the suitability of the habitat for fairy shrimp would be
demonstrable evidence of seasonal ponding in an area of topographic depression that is not
subject to flowing waters. These astatic pools gneicallycharacteized as vernal pools. More
specifically, vernal pools are seasonal wetlands that occur in depression areas without a continual
source of water. They have wetland indicators of all 3 parameters (soils, vegetation, and
hydrology) during the wetter portionfadhe growing season but normally lack wetland indicators

of hydrology and/or vegetation during the drier portion of the growing season. Obligate
hydrophytes and facultative wetlands plant species are normally dominant during the wetter
portion of the growng season. The determination that an area exhibits vernal pool characteristics
and the definition of the watershed supporting vernal pool hydrology is made on alyasase

basis. Such determinations should be considered the length of time the aredstexitand and
wetland characteristics and the manner in which the area fits into the overall ecological system
as a wetland. The seasonal hydrology of vernal pools provides for a unique environment, which
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supports plants and invertebrates specifically ptial to a regime of winter inundation, followed
by an extended period when the pool soils are dry.

Vernal pools are seasonally inundated, ponded areas that only form in regions where specialized
soil and climatic conditions exist. During fall and wintnstypical of Mediterranean climates,
water collects in shallow depressions where downward percolation of water is prevented by the
presence of a hard pan or clay pan laysrr{pan below the soil surface. Later in the spring when
rains decrease and the@eather warms, the wateevaporatesand the pools generally disappear

by May. The shallow depressions remain relatively dry until late fall and early winter with the
advent of greater precipitation and cooler temperatures. Vernal pools provide unusoaldfl

and drought" habitat conditions to which certain plant and wildlife species have specifically
adapted as well as invertebrate species such as fairy shrimp.

The MSHCP lists two general classes of soils known to be associatédtedtand speciabktatus

plant species; clay soils and Traa@wmino Willow association soils. The specific clay soils known
to be associated with listed and speesthtus species within the MSHCP plan area include
Bosanko, Auld, Altamont, and Porterville series soils, wheréesverDomino Willows
association includes salirakalisoils largely located along floodplain areas of the San Jacinto
River and Salt Creek. Without the appropriate soils to create the impermeable restrictive layer,
none of the speciastatus plant or widlife species associated with vernal pools can occur on the
project site. None of these soils have been documented within the project site.

A review of recent and historic aerial photographs (1:284.8) of the project site did not provide
visual evidenc®f an astatic or vernal pool conditions within the project sitdso, through the

field investigation that was undertakenprponding was observed, further supporting the fact
that the drainage patterns currently occurring on the project site do nokofol hydrologic
regimes needed for vernal pools. From this review of historic aerial photographs and
observations during the field investigations, it can be concluded that there is no indication of
vernal pools or suitable fairy shrimp habitat occurring hiit the proposed project site.
Therefore, the project is consistent with Secti®ni.2of the MSHCP.

Narrow Endemic Plant Species

Section 6.1.3 of the MSHCP, Protection of Narrow Endemic Plant Species, states that the MSHCP
database does not provide sufient detail to determine the extent of the presence/distribution

of Narrow Endemic Plant Species within the MSHCP Plan Area. Additional surveys may be needed
to gather information to determine the presence/absence of these species to ensure that
appropriae conservation of these species occurs. Based on the RCA MSHCP Information Map
guery and review of the MSHCP, it was determined that the project site is not located within the
designated survey area for Narrow Endemic Plant Species. Through the fielibiates, it was
determined that the project site does not provide suitable habitat for any of the Narrow Endemic
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Plant Species listed under Section 6.1.3 of the MSHCP, and, therefore, the project is consistent
with Section 6.1.3 of the MSHCP. No additisaveys or analysis is required.

Additional Survey Needs and Procedures

The RCA MSHCP Information Map query and review of the MSHCP identified that the project site
is located within the designated survey area Burrowingowl as depicted in Figure-4within

Section 6.3.2 of the MSHCP. In accordance with Section 6.3.2 of the MSHCP, Additional Survey
Needs and Procedures, additional surveys may be needed for certain species in order to achieve
coverage for these species. The query of the RCA MSHCP dtiforrMap and review of the
MSHCP determined that the project site is not located within any desigrstediesspecific

survey areas as listed in Section 6.3.2 of the MSHCP.

Through the field investigation, it was determined that the project site dumsrovide suitable
habitat for any of the species listed under Section 6.3.2 of the MSHCP, and, therefore, the project
is consistent with Section 6.3.2 of the MSHCP. No additional surveys or analysis is required.

Urban/Wildlands Interface Guidelines

Secton 6.1.4 of the MSHCP, Guidelines Pertaining to Urban/Wildlands Interface, is intended to
address indirect effects associated with development in proximity to MSHCP Conservation Areas.
The Urban/Wildlife Interface Guidelines are intendeddosurethat indirect projectrelated
impacts to the MSHCP Conservation Area, including drainage, toxics, lighting, noise, invasive
plant species, barriers, and grading/land development, are avoided or minimized. The project
site is not located within or immediately adjant to any Criteria Cells, corridors, or linkages. The
urban/Wildlands Interface Guidelines do not appdythis project, and, therefore, the project is
consistent with Section 6.1.4 of the MSHCP.

{GSLIKSYyQa YIy3aFNR2 wld I FoAGFG / 2yaSNBIFGA2Yy tf

Separatefrom the consistency review against the policies of the MSHCP, Riverside County
established a boundary in 1996 for protecting thel S LIkahgatodratDipodomys stephensi

I FSRSNIXfte& SyRIFIYaSNBR FyR adlidS GKNSFISYSR a
dzy RSNJ 0 KS {G0SLIKSyaQ YFy3aFrNR2 wlka 1 FoAGEG [ 2yas
HCP). As described in the MSHCP Implementation Agreement, a SE@{enPermit, and

California Fish and Game Code Section 2081 Management Authorization were issued to the
Riverside County Habitat Conservation Agency (RCHCA) for thefeongSKR HCP and was
approved by the USFWS and CDFW in August 1990 (RCHCA 189ahtReims of the SKR HCP

have been incorporated into the MSHCP and its Implementation Agreement. The SMRUHLCP

continue to be implemented as a separate HCP; however, to provide the greatest conservation

for the largest number of Covered Species, @Gare Reserves established by the SKR HCP are
managed as part of the MSHCP Conservation Area consistent with the SKR HCP. Actions shall not
be taken as part of the implementation of the SKR HCP whatld significantly affect other
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Covered Species. Takeofi SLIKSy aQ {Fy3FNR2 NYaG 2dziaiRS 27
area is authorized under the MSHCP and the associated permits.

TheProject site is located within the Mitigation Fee Arealoé SKR HCP. Therefore, the applicant
would be required to pg the SKR HCP Mitigation Fee prior to development of the project site.

Conclusion

Based on the literature review and field survey, implementation of the projemild have no
significant impacts on federally, State, or MSHCP listed species known to odber general
vicinity of theproject site. Additionally, the projectvould have no effect on designated Critical
Habitat because none exists within the area. No jurisdictional drainage and/or wetland features
were observed on the project site during thielfl investigation. Additionally, the project site is
not located within or adjacent to any criteria cell, and no riparian/riverine resources or vernal
pools were found onsite. No furthexurveysare recommended.

With completion of the recommendations primled below and payment of the SKR HCP
mitigation fee and MSHCP mitigation fee, development of the project site is fully consistent with
the Western Riversid€ountyMSHCP.

4(a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat moditicas, on

any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or spestatus species in local or

regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and

Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Servite
Less Than Significant Impa@t Habitat Assessment and MSHCP Consistency Analysis Report for
the Project site was prepared by ELMT Consulting to verify potential habitat for sensitive
biological resources within the site and vicinity (July 202ELMT Consultingonducted a
literature reviewand records search for spectthtus biological resources as well as a field
investigation to evaluate the condition of the habitat within the Project site and surrounding
areas. In addition, ELMT also conducted aerial photographs and topognayalfs review of the
Project site and surrounding areas. The ELMT Report concluded that, based on the literature
review and field survey, implementation of the Projeeduld have no significant impacts on
federally, State, or MSHCP listed species knowactmur in the general vicinity of the Project
site.® No jurisdictional drainage and/or wetland features were observed on Rt@ect site
during thefield investigationandthe project site is not located within or adjacent to any criteria
cell and naiparian/riverine resources or vernal pools were found onsk&herefore, o further
surveys are recommended Additionally, as described abovidhe Project site is located within

18 ELMT Consultingdabitat Assessment and Western Riverside §auniltiple Species Habitat Conservation Plan (MSHCP) Consistency
Analysis for the Hemet JD Fields Repluty 2021.

19 |bid.

20 1bid.
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the Mitigation Fee Area of the SKR HCP. Therefore, the applicand be required to pay the
SKR HCP Mitigation Fee prior to development ofRtogect site

In addition, Figure 7.1,Natural and Open Space Resourasd Figure 7.2,Vegetation
Communitieof the Hemet @ illustrate thatthe Project is not in gotential habitat for sensitive
wildlife or vegetation communitied! Although the Project site is currently vacant and
undeveloped the surrounding lands have been disturbed and developed with residential
development to the west and industrial developnteto the north and eastTheefore, the
Project wouldnot create an adverse effecgjther directly or through habitat modifications, any
species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or spaté&ls species in local or regional plans,
policies, or regutions, or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife (COFWPHEFWS.
No sensitive or special status plant species are identified to occsitenThe Project is subject
to payment of the SKR HCP mitigation fee and MSHCP mitigatioit ieeefore,a less than
significantimpactwould occur.

4(b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural
community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations, or by the California
Department of Fish and Willife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Servite

No impact.As discussed in Threshold 4(a), thdvE Report concluded thabased on the results

of the field surveysno jurisdictional drainage and/or wetland features were observed on the

Project site Further, he Project site does not contain any riparian habitat or other sensitive

natural community. Therefore, no impact to riparian habitat or other sensitive nategetation

communitieswould occur

4(c) Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands (including,
but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling,
hydrological interruption, or other meas?

No impact As discussed in Threshold 4(a), the ELMT Report concludedaisa] on the results

of the field surveysno jurisdictional drainage and/or wetland features were observed on the

Project site Further, he Project site does not contain adyainagefeatures onsite that would

meet any critera subject to theClean Water ActGWA or Fish and Game Cod@eGQ. Therefore,

no impact would occur.

4(d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or
wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or
impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?

Less than Significant with Mitigatioincorporated As discussed in Threshold 4(a), the ELMT

Report concluded thathased on the results of the fieklirveysno jurisdictional drainage and/or

21 City of HemetGeneral Plan 2030 Chapter 7 Open Space and Conservataitable at
https://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/2162/7_0OS_web?bidldecessed October 2021.
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wetland features were observed on the Project siféhe Project siteis largely vacant and
undeveloped. Per the ELM Report, the Project site has been subject to a variety of
anthropogenic disturbances and was historically used for aljui@l land use$? Although the

site is no longer used for agricultural purposes, it has been subject to ongoing weed abatement
activities and additional disturbanseassociatewith surrounding @velopment?? As such, a

active nests or birds displaying nesting behavior were observed during the field samnycted
during breeding season.

Nesting birds are protected under thlligratory Bird Treaty ActMBTA which provides
protection for nesting birds that are bothresidents and migrants whetheor not they are
considered sensitive by resaie agencies. The MBTA makesntawful to take, pssess, buy,
sell, purchase, or barter any migrayobird listed under 5@ode of Federal RegulatioBER10,
including feathers or other parts, nests, eggs, or products, except agealloy implementing
regulations (50 CFR 21). The direot indirect injury or death of a migratory bird, due to
construction activitiessuch asnest abandonment, nestlingbandonment, or forced fledging
would be considered illegainder federal law. ThéJnited States Fish and Wildlife Service
(USFWE in coordnation with the CDFW administetise MBTA.

Although, no active nests or birds with displaying nesting behavior were observed during the field
survey,with implementation ofmitigation measue (MM) BIGL1, potential impacts tonesting
birds would be reducg to less than sigficant.

Mitigation Measure

MM BIO1  Prior to the issuance of a grading permit, the City shall verify the grading plan
states the followindanguagen the notes section:

If ground disturbance and/or vegetation clearance activities are scheduled to
occur during the avian nesting season (January 1 and August 31),-a pre
construction nesting bird survey shall be conducted by a Qualified Biologist within
the project footprint and a 506foot buffer around the project footprint. A
Qualified Biologist is defined as a person with a B.S. in Wildlife Biology or related
field, with two years of field experience in the Southern California region. Surveys
shall be conducted within 3 dapsior to initiation of activity and will be conducted
between dawn and noon. The ponstruction surveys shall be conducted
between January 1 and August 31 during the typical breeding season, or as
determined by the Qualified Biologist depending on weathonditions or other
factors that may affect the breeding season.

22 ELMT Consultingdabitat Assessment and Western Riverside County Multiple Speci¢at i@alsiservation Plan (MSHCP) Consistency
Analysis for the Hemet JD Fields Repluty 2021.
2 1bid.
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If an active nest is detected during the nesting bird survey, avoidance buffers shall
be implemented as determined by a Qualified Biologist. The buffer will be of a
distance to ensure avdance of adverse effects to the nesting bird by accounting
for topography, ambient conditions, species, nest location, and activity type. If
occupied nests are found, then limits of construction to avoid occupied nests shall
be established by the QualifieBiologist in the field with flagging, fencing, or other
appropriate barriers (e.g., 250 feet around active passerine nests to 500 feet
around active nodisted raptor nests), and construction personnel shall be
instructed on the sensitivity of nest areaBhe Qualified Biologist shall serve as a
construction monitor during those periods when construction activities are to
occur near active nest areas to avoid inadvertent impacts to these nests. The
Qualified Biologist may adjust the 28@ot or 500foot setback at his or her
discretion depending on the species and the location of the nest (e.g., if the nest
Is well protected in an area or otherwise buffered). Once the Qualified Biologist
has determined that the birds have fledged and are no longer religman the
nest or parental care for survival, construction may proceed in the setback areas.
If nesting raptors or migratory birds are not detected during the-po@struction
survey, no further measures shall be required, and construction activities may
proceed.

With implementation oMM BIG-1, impacts tonesting birdsvould be less than significant.

4(e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a
tree preservation policy or ordinance

No Impact As previoust menticned, the Project site is vacant and has been subjecveed

abatement and other disturbances. Theofect site does not contain any trees and therefore,

the Project would not conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological

resources, use as a tree preservation policy or ordinarideerefore,  impact would occur

4(f)  Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural
Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or sth@bitat
conservation plar?

No Impact.The ELMT Report determined that the Project would be consistent with the MSHCP

and no impacts to adopted habitat conservation plans, natural community conservation plans,

or other approved local, regional, or state hith conservation plans are expected. Further, per
the Hemet GP the Project site is not locateth a potential habitat for sensitive wildlifer
vegetation communitiesTherefore, no impact would occur.
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Cultural Resources

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS Significant Mitigation Significant

Issiles Issues Incorporated Impact

5) CULTURAL RESOURGQ@¥fd the project:

a) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significan X
a historicakesource pursuant to §15064.5?

b) Cause a substantial adverse change in the significanc X
an archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5?

¢) Disturb any human remains, including those interr X
outside of dedicated cemeteries?

The following is based on information in ti@ultural Resources Assessm@népared byBCR
ConsultingAugust 2022 TheCulturalResources Assessment dafound inAppendixCl of this
Initial Studyandfindings are summarized herein

The report andesearch verecompleted pursuant to CEQA, the PRC Chaptei828)83.2, and
CCR Title 14, Chapter 3, Article85064.5. The pedestrian cultural resources survey was
intended to locate and document previously recorded or new cultural resources, including
archaeological sites, features, isolates, and histpgdod buildings, that exceedb years in age
within defined Poject boundaries.

Methodology

Research.Prior to fieldwork, a records searatas requested througlthe Eastern Information
Center (EIC)the local clearinghouse for cultural resource records. Tdmshival research
reviewed the status of all recorded historic and prehistoric cultuesburces, and survey and
excavation reports completed within onlealf-mile of the project site. Additionalresources
reviewed included the National Register of Historic Pdg@®¢RHP)the California Register of
Historical ResourceCRHR)and documents and inventories publishedthg California Office
of Historic Preservatio(OHP) These include thésts of California HistoricalandmarkgCHL)
California Points of Historical Intere&EPHI)Listing of National Register Properti@RP) and
the Inventory of Historic StructurgsilS)

Field Survey.The field survey was conductedn September 3, 2QR2 The field survey was
conducted by walking parallel transects spaced approximately nidiers apart across

100percent of the accessible subject property. Soil exposures were caréfigihected for

evidence of cultural resources.
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Results Data from the EC revealed thafour previous cultural resources studies have taken
place, andone cultural resource ha been recorded within ondalf-mile of the project siteOf
the four previous studies, none have assessed fheject site, and no cultural resourcésve
been previously recorded within its boundarid$e recordsearch is summarized asTable7,
Cultural Resourcefeports Within One Half-Mile of the Project Site and Table 8, Cultural
Resources Within One HaMlile of the Project Site

Table7: Cultural Resources anstudiesin Vicinity of the Project Site

Report Number Author/Date Title
RI5523 Riordan Goodwin Results of the Cultural Resource Records Search and Field Su
(2004) 7.54 Acres (APNs 4410059 and-060) in the City oHemet,
Riverside County, California
RI5524 Riordan Goodwin | Cultural Resources Assessment, Sanderson Square (APBA%6,
(2005) -12,-13, and-14), City of Heme, Riverside County, California
RF10265 Bonnie Bruce, Sarall Cultural Resources Records Search and Site Visit Results for A
A. Williams, Carrie | Mobility, LLC, Candidate CLV0329(CSL00329) [Hemet Unified
D.Wills (2017) SchooDist Bus Yard], 435 South Lyon Avenue & 1791 West Ad
Avenue Hemet, Riverside County, California, CASPR No.
3551699365
RF10643 N/A (2003) Cultural Resorces Survey of 43.46 Acres in Hemet, California: A
456-030-020-2
Source: BCR Consulting, LLC. Augusit 202
Cultural Resources Assessment. Appe@ix

Table 8: Culiral Resources Within ORlalf-Mile of the Project Site

Primary No. Trinomial Description Location
P-33-15743 N/A HistoricPeriod San Jacinto | Adjacent South
Railway

Source: BCR Consulting, LLC. Augusit 202
Cultural Resources Assessment. Appe@ix

Field Survey During the field surveySeptember 3, 2021)BCR Consulting archaeologists
identified a historieperiod irrigation structure that served as a weir box and stamuk along the
easternboundary of the Project sit&.he irrigation structure is identified in the cultural study as
KIM2110H-1 for ease of reference. No other cultural resources were identified within the project
site. Artificial disturbances consist of site grubbing, disciagd modern refusedumping.
Vegetation observed included seasonal grasses and weeds.

The historieperiod San Jacinto Railway (designategB15743) is located adjacent to thpgoject
AaA0SQa a2dziKSNY o02dzyRINBE® b2 | NOfAhEhi@ayavere & a4 2 OA
identified within the project site, despite high surface visibility. Furthermore pitogect site has

been water leveled so that irrigation water could evenly cover large areffsegbroject site at

the same depth (see KIM20-H-1 for detail and citations). This levelingould have used
mechanical equipment, significantly transforming local topography. Eleuths of disturbance

from water leveling of the project site is not known, although the natuoplography indicates

that between one and six feet of excavation would be necessary to thegbroject site. Based
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on this information, leveling has disturbed the sediments that m@herwise contain potential
for archaeological deposits beyond depths at which seslources arekely.

KIM2110-H-1. This resource consists of a histeperiod rectangular concrete irrigatistructure
that served as a weir box and stapipe. The feature measures approximat8ljeet in height,
by 3 feet, 4 inches, by3 feet, with approximately 5Bnchthick walls. Itis constructed of
unreinforced poured concrete and capped with seven coutdeoncretemasonry units that do
not appear to be original. It features two threaded steel hamenkstypically used as weir gate
releases, which are no longer connected to anything. No irriggtipas leading to or from the
feature, and no irrigation ipes or additional features, wereentified in the surrounding
property. It is in poor condition.

Significarce Evaluations.During the field survey, a single feature remaining from a former
irrigation system designate&IM2110-H-1 was identified within tB project site boundaries.
CEQA calls for the evaluation and recordation of historic and archaeological resources. The
criteria for determining the significance of impacts to cultural resources are bas&d50664.5

of the CEQA Guidelinesd Guidelines fothe Nomination of Properties to thERHRProperties
eligible for listing in theCRHRANd subject to review under CEQA are those meeting the criteria
for listing in theCRHRor designation under a local ordinance.

Significance Criteria

California Registr of Historical Resourced.he California Register criteria are based\@tional
Register criteria. For a property to be eligible for inclusion on the California Registeoy more
of the following criteria must be met:

1. It is associated with the evénthat have made a significant contribution to the broad
patterns of local or regional history, or the cultural heritage of California or the U.S.;

2. ltis associated with the lives of persons important to local, California, or U.S. history;

3. It embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of
construction, represents the work of a master, possesses high artistic vaho¥sy a

4. It has yielded, or has the potential to yield, information important to the prehistory or
history of the local area, California, or the nation.

In addition to meeting one or more of the above criteria, the California Register requires that
sufficienti A YS KFa LI &aaSR airAyoS | NBE&2dz2NOSQa LISNR 2
LISNBLISOGA PGS 2y GUKS S@Syilia 2N AYRAODGARdIZTh& | 44?2
California Register also requires that a resource possess integrity. Teisesddas theability for

the resource to convey its significance through seven aspects: location, se#isign, materials,
workmanship, feeling, and association.
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5(a)Cause aradverse change in the significance of a historical resource pursua@l064.5?

Less than SignificanAs noted abovethe records search summary and field survey idesdi&
single feature remaining from a former irrigation syst€kiM2110-H-1). CEQA calls for the
evaluation and recordation of historic and archaeological resesi based on theCRHR
Significance Criterjaas outlined above.The cultural resources study determined tHagture
KIM2110H-1 was not significantly associated with important everglated to the development

of the region, is not connected with any important individuals, the feature does not embody the
distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction, or represent the
work of an important creative indidual or possess high artistic values, and it has not and is not
likely to yield information important in prehistory or histo?§ Therefore,KIM2116H-1 was
recommendedhot eligible under any of the 4 criteria for listing on the California Registe&ljgn
notrecommended a historical resource under CEQA. As such, it was concluded that kHAR110
does not warrant further consideration. No other cultural resources (including hisperiod
architectural resources, prehistoric archaeological resourocesjistoricperiod archaeological
resources) have been identified within the project site boundaries, despite relatively high surface
visibility. The project site has been subject to severe disturbances associated with mechanical
clearing, discing, and wett leveling associated with former cultivation. These factors confer low
sensitivity for significant buried resources within the project site boundaries.

Additionally, & noted inTable8, a historieperiod railroad is located just south of the site. The
railroad would not be impacted from Project development.

However, while the cultural study has not indicated sensitivity for unknown cultural resources
within the project boundaries, ground disturbing activities always have the potential to reveal
buried ceposits not observed on the surface. Prior to the initiation of grodisdurbing activities,

field personnel should be alerted to the possibility of buried prehistoric or historic cultural
deposits. As suclm abundance of cautior§V CUL1 would be imptmented:

Standard Conditions and Requirements:

SV CULEL In the event that cultural resources are discovered during project activities, all
work in the immediate vicinity of the find (within a 800t buffer) shall ceaseghe
City shall benotified, and a qualified archaeologist meeting Secretary of Interior
standards shall be hired to assess the find. Work on the other portions of the
Project outside of the buffered area may continue during this assessment
period. Additionally, the Consultig Tribe(s) for thigproject shall be contacted, as
detailed in MM TCR, and be provided information after the archaeologist makes
his/her initial assessment of the nature of the find.

24 BCR Consulting. August 2022iltural Resources Assessment, page$3L2
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With implementation ofSM CULL, impacts to historical resources would be less than significant.

5(b)Cause an adverse change in the significance ofachaeological resource pursuant to
815064.5?

Less than SignificantAs discussed above, the Project site has been subject to disteeb&iven

the condition of the site and based on the cultural resources report prepared by BCR Consulting,
there are no known archaeological resources on the Project Aidelitionally, findings were
negative during the Sacred Lands File search withN&&ve American Heritage Commission
(NAHQ25. Although the current study has not indicated sensitivity for cultural resources
(archaeological) within the Project site boundaries, ground disturbing activities always have the
potential to reveal buried depostnot observed on the surface during pedestrian field surveys.
Prior to the initiation of grounedisturbing activities, field personnel should be alerted to the
possibility of buried prehistoric or historic cultural deposkwever, in abundance afution,

SM CU{2 would be implemented:

Standard Conditions and Requirements:

M CUER2 If significant cultural resources, as defined by CEQA (as amended, 2015), are
discovered and avoidance cannot be ensured, the archaeologist shall develop a
Monitoring ard Treatment Plan, the drafts of which shall be provided to City for
review and comment. The archaeologist shall monitor the remainder of the
Project and implement the Plan accordingly.

5(¢) Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside ofloated cemeteries?

Less than Significarimpact. No formalcemeteries are in or near theéject area.According to

input from the Western Science Center (WSC), there no localities within the Project area or within
a onemile radius see Appendik (Palemtological Resources Overvieaf) the Cultural Report,
provided as Appendix1®f this ISI/MND The Project site isndeveloped,and human remains,
particularly those interred outside formal cemeteries, could be disturbed during grading,
excavation, or othegrounddisturbing activities associated with the development of the Project
site. As part of the cultural resources assessment and investigation, consultation with the Native
American Heritage Commission (NAHC) concluded that findings were negative.

However, subsurface construction activities associated with the proposed Project, such as
trenching and grading, could potentially damage or destroy previously undiscovered human
remains. Pursuant to State of California Health and Safety Code provisionbl{n8%050.5

7055), should any human remains be uncovered, all construction activities must cease, and the
County Coroner be immediately contacted.

25 BCR Consulting. July 27, 20®ative American Heritage Commission Sacred Lands File S&apemdix C of the Cultural Resources Study,
also available as Appendit 6f the IS/MND.
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The treatment of Native American human remains is regulated by Public Resources Code Section
5097.98, as ameded by Assembly Bill 2641, which addresses the disposition of Native American
burials, protects remains, and appoints the NAHC to resolve disputes. In addition, Health and
Safety Code Section 7050.5 includes specific provisions for the protection of hremains in

the event of discovery, as described below an&@CUL-3:

1 There shall be no further excavation or disturbance of the site or any nearby area
reasonably suspected to overlie adjacent human remains until:

o0 The coroner of the county in which tmemains are discovered must be contacted
to determine that no investigation of the cause of death is required; and

o If the coroner determines the remains to be Native American:

A The coroner shall contact the Native American Heritage Commission
within 24 tours.

A The Native American Heritage Commission (NAHC) shall identify the
person or persons it believes to be the most likely descended from the
deceased Native American.

A The most likely descendant may make recommendations to the landowner
or the person regponsible for the excavation work, for means of treating
or disposing of, with appropriate dignity, the human remains, and any
associated grave goods as provided in Public Resources Code § 5097.98
(PRC § 5097.98), or

o Where the following conditions occur,hé landowner or his authorized
representative shall rebury the Native American human remains and associated
grave goods with appropriate dignity on the property in a location not subject to
further and future subsurface disturbance pursuant to PRC § 5884).9

A The NAHC is unable to identify a most likely descendant.

A The most likely descendant is identified by the NAHC, fails to make a
recommendation within 48 hours of being granted access to the site; or

A The landowner or his authorized representative rejects the
recommendation of the descendant, and mediation by thaAHC fails to
provide measures acceptable to the landowner.

With compliance with State law Public Resources Code Section 5097.98, as amended by Assembly
Bill 2641 and5CCULS3, a less than significant impact on human remains would occur.
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Standard Conditions and Requirements:

SCCUL3 If human remains or funerary bpectsare encountered during any activities
associated with the Project, work in the immediate vicinity (within a -idii
buffer of the find) shall cease, the City shall be notified, and the County Coroner
shall be contacted pursuant to State Health a@dfety Code §7050.5 and that
code enforced for the duration of thieroject.

The Project is anticipated to have a less than significant impact on human remains, including
those interred outside of dedicated cemeterislowing the implementation of SC CQ3L
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Energy

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS Significant Mitigation Significant

Issues Issues Incorporated Impact

6) ENERGY. Would the project:

a) Result in a potentially significaminvironmental impact X
due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumpti
of energy resources, during project construction
operation?

b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan fi X
renewable energy or energy efficiency?

Building Energy Conservation Standards

Energy conservation standards for new residential and-residential buildings were adopted

by the California Energy Resources Conservation and Development Commission (now the
California Energy Commission) in Jun&7.@nd are updated every three years (Title 24, Part 6,

of the California Code of Regulations). Title 24 requires the design of building shells and building
components to conserve energy. The standards are updated periodically to allow for
consideration ad possible incorporation of new energy efficiency technologies and methods.
The California Energy Commission updates the standards every three?§ears.

On August 11, 2021, the CEC adopted the 2022 Energy Code. In De2é2ibhérwas approved

by the Cafornia Building Standards Commission for inclusion into the California Building
Standards Code. Among other updates like strengthened ventilation standards for gas cooking
appliances, the 2022 Energy Code includes updated standards in three major areas:

1 New electric heat pump requirements for residential uses, schools, offices, banks,
libraries, retail, and grocery stores.

1 The promotion of electriceady requirements for new homes including the addition of
circuitry for electric appliances, battery storaganels, and dedicated infrastructure to
allow for the conversion from natural gas to electricity.

1 The expansion of solar photovoltaic and battery storage standards to additional land uses
including highrise multifamily residences, hotels and motels, tahapaces, offices,
(including medical offices and clinics), retail and grocery stores, restaurants, schools, and
civic uses (including theaters auditoriums, and convention centers)

26 California Energy Commission, 2022 Building Energy Efficiency Stanlaitisble athttps:/www.energy.ca.gov/programand-
topics/programs/buildineenergyefficiencystandards/2022buildingenergyefficiency, accessed March 4, 2021.
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Projects whose permit applications are applied for on or alamuary 1, 2023, must comply with
the 2022 Energy Codé.

Senate Bill 350

In September 2015, then California Governor Jerry Brown signed Senate Bill (SB) 350 (de Leodn).
This legislation established tiered increases to the Renewable Portfolio Stand@rpecent by
2024, 45 percent by 2027, and 50 percent by 2030.

Senate Bill 100

{. MnnI NBFSNNBR (2 Fa da¢KS wmvasisighe8 MO Bw by / € S|
Governor Brown in September 2018 and increased the required Renewable Portfolio Standards
established in SB 350. Under SB 100, the total kilowatt hours (kWh) of energy sold by electricity
retailers to their enduse customers must consist of at least 50 percent renewable resources by

2026, 60 percent renewable resources by 2030, and 100 peresmetwvable resources by 2045.

SB 100 also establishes a State policy that eligible renewable energy resources acarkero

resources supply 100 percent of all retail sales of electricity to Californiueadustomers and

100 percent of electricity praged to serve all State agencies by December 31, 2045. Under the

bill, the State cannot increase carbon emissions elsewhere in the western grid or allow resource
shuffling to achieve the 100 percent carbbee electricity target.

6(a) Result in potentiadly significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or
unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during Project construction or
operation?

Less Than Significant Impact.

Electricity. Southern California Edison (SCE) provides electricity t®xbject area. Théroject

is expected to use approximatelg,610kilowatt-hours per year (kWh/year) based on California
Emissions Estimator ModelC&4IEEMog refer to Appendix Aof this IS/MND Project
implementation would result in a permanent increase in electricity over existing conditions. The
increased demand is expected to be adequately served by the existing SCE electrical facilities.
¢c20Ft St SOUNROAGE RSYLI ¥R to ngfeade byappioximafeNIIA0G0S | NS
gigawatthours (GWH) or 12 bhillion kWh between 2015 and 2028 The increase in electricity

demand from theProject would represent an insignificant percent increase compared to overall
RSYIFYR Ay {/ 9ThérefodeSoxdddted Slectridallientand would not significantly

AYLI OG {/9Qa tS@St 2F aSNBAOSO®

27 California  Energy Commission. 2022022 Building Energy Efficiency Standardbttps://www.energy.ca.gov/programand
topics/programs/buildingenergyefficiencystandards/2022buildingenergyefficiency (accessed AugustZA).

28 California Energy Commission, California Energy DemandZIBIBRevised Forecast, Figure 49 Historical and Projected Baseline
Consumption SCE Planning Area, Availabletgts://efiling.energy.ca.gov/getdocument.aspx?tn=2232ddcessed November 29, 2021.
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Based on théxoject schedule, theProject would be required to comply with the 2019 Building
Energy Efficiency Standards, which took effect on January 1, 26@0td?issuance of a building
permit, the City ofHemet Building and Safety Department would review and verify that the
Project plans demonstrate compliance with the current version of the Building and Energy
Efficiency Standards. ThReojectwould also le required adhere to the provisions of CALGreen,
which establishes planning and design standards for sustainable site development, energy
efficiency (in excess of the California Energy Code requirements), water conservation, material
conservation, and intenal air contaminants.

Project development would not interfere with achievement of the 60 percent Renewable
Portfolio Standard set forth in SB 100 for 2030 or the 100 percent standard for 2045. These goals
apply to SCE and other electricity retailers. Aecticity retailers reach these goals, emissions
from end user electricity use would decrease from current emission estimates.

Recent case law.éague to Save Lake Tahoe, Mountain Area Preservation, et al./California Clean
Energy Committee v. County of&¥dr, et al (Sierra Pacific Industries, et al., Real Parties in
LYGSNB&EGOO O6HANHHUL KlFa AYRAOFGSR GKFG Fy 9LwQA
must include a discussion of whether the project would increase its reliance on renewaltgene
a2dz2NOSa 2 YSSG Ada SySNHE& RSYIFYR Fa LINL 2F F
are significant. As discussed above, the Project would be required to comply with Vauitzlisg

energy code requirements that woulchinimize energy consuntipn. As discussed in the
Greenhouse Gas (GHG) Emissions section h&h@nCity of Hemet CAP (measurelRD requires

installation of an average of 5 kilowatt (kW) of solar photovoltaic cells per 10,000 square feet of
building spaceThe GHG analysis rages the implementation oMM GHG1 to comply with CAP

measure RZE4.Asmitigation requires the project to offset energy demand with-site solar PV

buildings are required to meet or exce€&lifornia Building Cod&tandards, its impacts in this

regard would be less than significant.

Natural Gas.Southern California Gas Company (SoCalGas) provides natural gas service to the
Project area. TheProjectis expected to use approximatebd, 510 kilo-Britishthermal unitsper

year (KBTU/year) of natural gas based on California Emissions Estimator Model (CalEEMod); refer

to Appendix A. The increased demand is expected to be adequately served by the existing
SoCalGas facilities. From 2020 to 2035, core demand is expectediiwedfrom 934 million cubic

feet (mcf) to 806 mcf, while supplies remain constant at 3.775 billion cubic feet per day?fbcfd)

from 2015 through 2035° Therefore, the natural gas demand from the propo$edject would

represent a nominal percentage o 20SNJ t £ RSYFYR Ay {2/ FtDFaQ as

2% 1 bcfd is equivalent to about 1.03 billion kBTU

30 California Gas and Electric Utilities, 2020 California Gas Report, Southern California Gas Company Annual Ga-208lyrabk 1SCG
Available at:
https://www.socalgas.com/sites/default/files/20200/2020_California_Gas_Reqt Joint Utility Biennial_Comprehensive_Filing,pdf
accessed November 29, 2021.

Page68 January 2023



https://www.socalgas.com/sites/default/files/2020-10/2020_California_Gas_Report_Joint_Utility_Biennial_Comprehensive_Filing.pdf

JD Fields Pipe Facility
City of Hemet Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Project would not result in a significant impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary
consumption of energy resources, duriRgject construction or operation.

Fuel.During construction, transprtation energy use depends on the type and number of trips,
vehicle miles traveled, fuel efficiency of vehicles, and travel mode. Transportation energy use
during construction would come from the transport and use of construction equipment, delivery
vehides and haul trucks, and construction employee vehicles that would use diesel fuel and/or
gasoline. The use of energy resources by these vehicles would fluctuate according to the phase
of construction and would be temporary. Most construction equipmentidgrdemolition and
grading would be gapowered or diesepowered, and the later construction phases would
require electricitypowered equipment.

Some incidental energy conservation would occur during construction through compliance with
State requiremenrd that equipment not in use for more than five minutes be turned off. Project
construction equipment would also be required to comply with the latest EPA and California Air
Resources Board engine emissions standards. These emissions standards requirefficggnit
combustion systems that maximize fuel efficiency and reduce unnecessary fuel consumption.
Due to increasing transportation costs and fuel prices, contractors and owners have a strong
financial incentive to avoid wasteful, inefficient, and unegsgary consumption of energy during
construction.

Substantial reductions in energy inputs for construction materials can be achieved by selecting
building materials composed of recycled materials that require substantially less energy to
produce than norrecycled materials. The incremental increase in the use of energy bound in
construction materials such as asphalt, steel, concrete, pipes and manufactured or processed
materials (e.g., lumber and gas) would not substantially increase demand for energy reampa

to overall local and regional demand for construction materials. It is reasonable to assume that
production of building materials such as concrete, steel, etc., would employ all reasonable energy
conservation practices in the interest in minimizing tieest of doing business.

Based on the CalEEMod data prepared for the Air Quality and GHG analyses and provided in
Appendices A and E, the overall diesel fuel consumption during construction of the Project would
be 39,966gallons and gasoline consumption wad be 12,399 gallons, which would result in a
nominal increase (0®percent and 0.02 percent, respectively) in fuel use in ti8outh Coast
portion (i.e., excluding the desert areas) of teunty. As such, Project construction would have

a minimal effet on the local and regional energy supplies. It is noted that construction fuel use

is temporary and would cease upon completion of construction activities. There are no unusual
Project characteristics that would necessitate the use of construction equipthat would be

less energyefficient than at comparable construction sites in the region or State. Therefore,
construction fuel consumptiowould not be any more inefficient, wasteful, or unnecessary than
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other similar development projects of this natur&.less than significant impact would occur in
this regard.

During operations, energy consumption would be associated with viaitdremployee vehicle
trips; delivery and supply trucks; and trips by maintenance and repair crewdxojeet is an
industrial warehousedevelopmentthat would provide employment opportunities for the
surrounding areathereby reducing the need to travel long distanc&heProject is also near
public transportatiorroutes on S. Lyon Street close to Mayberry Avenue. RTA bus routes 31 and
32 are in the vicinity of the Projeathich wouldfurther reduce the need to for passenger vehicle
trips. The City and surrounding areae urbanized with numerous gasoline fuel facilities and
infrastructure.

Based on the CalEEMod data prepared for the Air Quality and GHG analyses and provided in
Appendices A and, Broject operations are estimated to consume approximat&i,072gallons

of diesel and4,774 gallons of gasoline per yeavhichrepresent approximately.0129 percent

and 0.M09 percent, respectivelyof the South Coagbortion of the CountyQ automotive fuel
consumption The Project would not result in any unusualharacteristics that would result in
excessive longerm operational fuel consumptiorAdditionally, the proposed™ojectwould not
result in a substantial demand for energy that would require expanded supplies or the
construction of other infrastructure ro expansion of existing facilities. Existing rules and
regulations concerning vehicle fuel consumption efficiencies (CAFE Stas8amis)d ensure

that vehicle trips generated by the proposéioject would not be considered as inefficient,
wasteful, or umecessary. The proposeéoject would not result in wasteful, inefficient, or
unnecessary consumption of energy resourddserefore, mpactswould beless than significant

6(b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energyamrergy efficiency?

Less Than Significainpact. Project design and operation would comply with State Building
Energy Efficiency Standards, appliareféciency regulations, and green building standards.
Project development would not cause inefficient, wefsl and unnecessary energy
consumption, and no adverse impact would occtine City oHemetadopted aClimate Action
Plan(CAP)n 2018 to help reduce energy consumption and GHG emissions to become a more
sustainable community and to meet the goalsStéte Assembly Bill 32B 33. TheCARoutlines

B NKA2dza YSIFadz2NSa yR adN¥ GdS3IAT Saternyf drioSdaRbEizd Y S|
achievedAs discussed in the Greenhouse Gas Emissions section, the prdpogsdwould be
consistent with CAP energy and water efficiency strategies, which would reduce energy
consumption The Projectis consistent with AB 32, which aims to decreas@ssions statewide

to 1990 levels by 2020. Potential impacts are considered less than significant.

31 U.S. Department of Transportation (2014). Corporate Average Fuel Economy StaAdaitible at:
https://www.transportation.gov/mission/sustainability/corporataveragefuel-economycafestandards accessed August 24, 2021.
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{ 1 ' BRE@RTP/SCS establishes GHG emissions goals for automobiles aidditygtnticks for
2020 and 2035 as well as an overall GHG target foPthgct region consistent with both the
target date of AB 32 and the pe2020 GHG reduction goals ®&nate Bill 32 (SB 32)heProject

is consistent with regional strategies to reduce passenger vehicle miles traveled (VIMET).
proposedProject would provide anployment opportunities for the surrounding argéhereby
reducing the need to travel long distancdgansit stops alon§. Lyon Streetonnect theProject

site to the rest of the City. Increasimgnployment opportunitieqear residential areass a key
strategy to reducing regional VMT. Therefore, in addition to being an efficient infill development,
the Project would be consistent with regional goals to reduce trips and VMT by locating the
Projectadjacent to other uses, which reduces vehicle trip lesgtfheProject would not conflict

with the stated goals of the RTP/SCS. Thereforeioject 6 2 dzf R y 20 Ay (G SNF SNB
FoAfAGe G2 | OKA2I nobileksBurcdGHGAréyctba tarhésiitlined in the
2020RTP/SCS. Potential impacts eoasidered less than significant.

Additionally, theGeneralPlan ha planned the Project site to be developed with industrial uses
and by right permits warehousing. With this, tGeneral Plaplanned and accounted for the use

of energy from the allowed us@.he Project is not anticipated to result in an impact on the
environment due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources.
Project design and operation would comply with State Building Energy Efficiency Standards,
appliance efficiency regulations, and green building standards. Project demefdapvould not

cause inefficient, wasteful and unnecessary energy consumption, and no impact wouldAccur.
less than significant impact would occur from energy consumption from the Project
implementation.
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Geology and Soils

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS Significant Mitigation Significant
Issues Issues Incorporated Impact

7) GEOLOGY AND SOMSuld the project:

a) Directly or indirectly causpotential substantial adverse
effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or dee
involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineat X
on the most recent AlquigPriolo Earthquake Fau
Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist tfoe
area or based on other substantial evidence o
known fault?

i)  Strong seismic ground shaking? X

iii) Seismierelated ground failure, including X
liquefaction?

iv) Landslides? X
b) Resultin substantial soil erosion or the lossopfsoil? X

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable
that would become unstable as a resultthe project,
and potentially result in onor off-site landslide, lateral
spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?

d) Belocated on expansive soil, as defined in Tabié-B3of X
the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substan
direct or indirectrisks to life or property?

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the use X
septic tanks or alternativevaste waterdisposal systems
where sewers are not available for the disposaiafte
water?

f)  Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontologic X
resource or site or unique geologic feature?

AGeotechnicaReporthasbeen prepared byartner,datedJuly 2021Theaforementioned stug
wasused as a resource in completing this section. The report is available in Apjetadikis
initial study, and findings are summarized hereAdditionally, this section references the
Preliminary Hydrology Report (Appendix G) and Preliminary Water @ Wtinhagement Plan
(Appendix H).
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Seismicity and Seismic Hazards

The Project site is in the southern California region, which is prone to ground shakisgown

Figure6.1, Seismic Hazardsf the General PlarHemetissituated in a region witlseveral active
faults2Ly LI NG A OdzE F NE F LRNIA2Yy 2F GKS {IFy WFOAY
faults, traverses throughlipper east portion of the City and approximately 2.2 milasortheast

of the site Although no habitable structureare proposed as part of the Project] &roject
componentswould be constructed to the more rece@019 CaliforniaBuildingStandard<Code
(2019CBCj¥ptandards and would be designed in conformance withapplicable standards to

lessen theeffect of sesmic ground shaking

Faults

TheAccording to CalifornB S 2t 2 3A O f { dzNJJ S théXbiree @abltdzihast relecaatA GA G &
to the site are the Casa Loma fault (2.2 miles from the site), Claremont(sa2Imiles from the
site), and the Hot Springs ft{7.1 miles from the site).

7(a) Directly or indirectly causgotential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of
loss, injury or death involving:

) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recént lj dzA & ( mt NJRA 2
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on
other substantial evidence of a known fault?
Less than Significartnpact As discussed abovthe San Jacinto Faufione traverses through
0KS / A aDortiotzhddIS Adpr&imately 2.2 miles northeast of the sRer the Hemet
Dt Q4 CA BeizNIS Hazabda/®e Project site is nofocated within an AlquisPriolo
Earthqu&e Fault ZoneTherefore, the possibility of significant fault rupture on tlde is
considered to be low. HoweveR dzS (2 GKS t N &rScuieare stbfe@litol A 2 y =
adherenceo all applicable regulations in th€BQhat is approved at the time of development
With adherence to thecurrent CBCat the time of developmen the latest California seismic
design requirements will be included in the desajithe proposedvarehouse, includingncillary
structures €.g., guard booth, restroom, and maintenance shead inspected by the Ciguring
construction, thereforampacts would be less than significant.

1)) Strong seismic ground shaking?

Less than Significaritnpact TheProjectsiteis inan area of high regional seismicifyheProject
would be required to be in conformance with éhlcurrent CBC Gty regulations, ad other
applicable standards-hecurrentCBC design standards correspond to the level of seismimrisk
eachlocation and are intended primarily to protect public safety and secondly to minimize
property damage.Conformance with standard engineering practices and design criteria

32 City of Heme(2012).2030 @&neral PlanPublic Safety ElemenqtFigure 6.1 Seismic Hazardayailable at
https://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/5331/6_Publafdy web51420197?bidld-accessed June 29, 2021.
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established in theurrent CBCyould reduce the effects of seisngcoundshakingo a less than
significant level.

i) {SAAYAONNBt I SR ANRdzyR Tl Af dzNBZ AyOf dzRAyYy 3 f
Less than @nificant. | OO2 NRA Y 3 (2 (K SFigura6ngeigmicHEzdr@eNg £t € |
Project siteis in a general area designated asMaderate Liquefication Susceptibiligrea
Liquefaction is the loss of strength in generally cohesionless, saturateavbeifsthe porewater

pressure induced in the soil by a seismic event becomes equal to or exceeds the overburden
pressure. The primary factors which influence the potential for liquefaction include groundwater

table elevation, soil type and plasticity chateristics, relative density of the soil, initial confining
pressure, and intensity and duration of ground shaking. The depth within which the occurrence

of liquefaction may impact surface improvements is generally identified as the upper 50 feet
below the existing ground surface. Liquefaction potential is greater in saturated, loose, poorly
graded fine sands with a mean (d50) grain size in the range of 0.075 to 0.2 mrseNsitive

clayey (cohesive) soils which possess a plasticity index of at least g@ragrally not considered

to be susceptible to liquefaction, nor are those soils which are above the historic static
groundwater table.

According to the Geotechnical Repdtige site was mapped within a zone sgismically induced
hazard forliquefaction However, nearby well data shows that groundwater in the area has been
deeper than 100 feet since the year 2000. Therefore, the potential for liquefaction is considered
low. With adherence to the latest CE@d implementation of the recommended Projectsiigns,
impactswould be less than significar.

V) Landslides?

No Impact. The Foject site isrelativelyflat and is not within an area susceptible to landslidss
shown in figureS7, Slope Stabilitand Major Landslide®f the General Plaf Therefore, there
would be no impact from landslides on tpeoposedProject site.

7(b) Resultin substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?

Less than Significantmpact The Project site isunderlain bySan Emigdi@lluvial fans and
SanEmigdio fine sandy loam OO2 NRAYy 3 (2 GKS /[ 2dzyiéQa adzyAOA
subject to Chapter 16.52 Soil Erosion. Section 16.52.020 notes a list of soils that are to be
considered as subject to wind erosion. Based oa éxisting site soils, the project site is not
anticipated to have soils that would be considered prone to wind erd8iinAs with all

33 Partner. (2021)Geotechnical Reporgee Appendix D.

34 General Plan. 200%eology and Soils, Figurg S

35 KimleyHorn. 2021 Preliminary Water Quality Management Plan.

36 Riverside County. 2018lunicipal Code, Chapter16.250il Erosion, Subsection 16.52.@Zactors of ConsideratioAvailable at
https://library.municode.com/ca/riverside_county/codes/code_of_ordinances?nodeld=TIT16SU_CH16.52SOER_16.52.040WIERCOPL
accessed October 6, 2020
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construction sites, grading activities always have the potential to expose soils that would be
subject to erosion by war.

Because ground disturbance on the site would be in excess @ictd) grading and construction
would be completed in accordance with the C@#Ath adherence to the above stated policies,
BMPs, State Law, and the Regional Water Quality Control EB&)CB) Constructidaeneral
Permit (CGP) which requiresa stormwater pollution prevention plan (SWPPP) atie
implementation of a variety odssociatedBMPs on construction and operation of the project,
this would minimize potential erosion fromtheSit 2 dSNJ 1 K& B RFRIMiaT SNY | yR
significant impact would occu. Grading and earthwork activities during construction would
expose soils to potential shetéerm erosion by wind and water. During construction, the
proposedproject would berequired to comply with the erosion and siltation control measures.
This would include measures such as shadging to reduce site runoff or hold topsoil in place
prior to final grading and construction.

With adherence to thebovestatedpolicies NPDES permit§tate Law, and the Regional Water
Quality Control Board (RWQCB) General Construction Permit, which requires the implementation
of a variety of BMPs on construction and operation of the Projaet would minimize potential
erosion from thesite over theshort-andf 2 y 3 woulidarless than significaithpact

7(c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable as

a result of the project, and potentially result in enor off-site landslide, lateral

spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?
Less than Significantmpact When certain soil types are exposed to water, mainly those with
moderate to high clay content, they can deform and either shrink or swell, depending on their
particular physicalcharacteristics. Such soils can expose overlying buildings to differential
settlement and other structural damage. According to the Natural Resources Conservation
Service (NRCS) Web Soil Survey, the site is composed of sands and fine sandy loams,evhich hav
moderate infiltration rates®® Furthermore, theProject would be required to be in conformance
with the latest CBC standardsAdditionally, as noted in the Geotechnical Repeany soft or
unstable areas would be repaired per the direction of the engin®©nce approvedegarding
on-grade construction considerationshe subgrade soil would be scarified to a depth of
12inches, moisture conditioned, and compacted as engineered fill. Improvements in these areas
would extend laterally beyond the new striuce limits 5 feet or a distance equal to or greater
than the layer thickness, whichever is greater. This zone would extend vertically from the bearing
grade elevation to the base of the fikdditionally, regarding foundation considerationsven
the dry and loose nature of the onsit@aterial,it is recommendedhat the upper Tieet of site
material below the new main building b®ver-excavated, moisture conditioned and

37 KimleyHorn. 2021 Preliminary Hydrology Report
38 NRCS. 202Koil Infiltrationg Soil Quality K Available ahttps://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/ FSE_ DOCUMENTS/nrcs142p2_053268.pdf
accessed March 10, 2020.
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recompacted below buildings and/or foundations, toeate a rigid fill pad compaateto 95
percentof the modified proctor density.

In addition,the project site was not mapped within a zone of seismically induced hazard for
landslide or tsunamiThe project site was mapped within aone of seismically induced hazard
for liquefaction. However, nearby well data shows that ground waténénarea las been deeper
than 100 feetNo potential for collapse would occéf.

Conformance with standard engineering practices and design criteria, such as modified
foundations or ovefexcavation and soil modification, would reduce the potential for substantial
risks to life or property as a result of expansive soils is minimal and the associated impacts would
be less than significant.

7(d) Be located on expansive soil, as defineddin- 6 f S mynmm. 2F GKS ! yAT
(1994), creating substantiadlirect or indirectrisks to life or property?

Less than Significantmpact When certain soil types are exposed to water, mainly those with

moderate to high clay content, they can deform and either shrink or swell, depending on their

particular physical lwaracteristics. Such soils can expose overlying buildings to differential

settlement and other structural damageéiccording to theNatural Resources Conservation

Service NRCBWeb Soil Survey, the site is compos#dsan Emigdio fine sandy loamhich has

low shrinkswellor expansiorcharacteristicsandy loams are not considered expansive soils due

to their ability to transmit water efficiently® Furthermore, the proposedProject would be

required to be in conformance with theost recently publishe€BGind therecommendations

in the geotechnicalreport prepared for the ProjectConformancewith standard engineering

practices and design criteriasuch as modified foundatien or overexcavation and soil

modification,would reduce the potential for substantial risks to life or property as a resutteof

soil types located on the Project site. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.

7(e) Soil capability to supportvaste water disposal, including septitanks or alternative
waste water disposal systems where sewers are not available for theposalof waste
water?

No Impact. The proposedProject is expectedt® 2 Yy y SOG G2 GKS / AdeéQa aSs
whichcurrently provides service to the surrounding vicinity and would not require an alternative
method of wastewater conveyancelhe Project does not propose a septic tank system.
Therefore, no impacts associated with septic or alternative wastewditggosal systems would

occur.

3% Partner. 2021.Geotechnical Reparpage 6
40 NRCS. 201%Veb Soil Surveyvailable ahttps://websoilsurvey.sc.egov.usda.gov/App/WebSoilSurvey.aapoessed December 20, 2019.
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7(H)  Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique
geologic feature?

Less than Significant with MitigationAlthough the entirety of thdoject site has been subject

to ground disturbancgthe site is identified as having a high paleontological sensitivity B)i¢th

This is considered equivalent to (High A) but is based on the occurrence of fossils at a specified

depth below the surfaceThe project site is located iSection 16 of Towngh 5 South and

Rangel West on the Hemet (1979), California SBBM UB&Riinute topographic quadrangle

and according to the WSC. According to WB&leontological Resources Overvidine project

does not have localities within the project arbut does hae numerous localities within similarly

mapped alluvial sediments throughout tmegion*2. Additionally Figure 3 Geologic Map of the

Geotechnical Report shows that the site and the general region share the same underlaying soil

type*3. The category (HigB) indicates that fossils are likely to be encountered at or below four

feet of depth and may be impacted during excavation by construction activities

Therefore, MM GEQ requires paleontological resource monitoring to recover fossil resources
should they be discovered during the site construction.

Mitigation Measure:

MM GEQGL1 Prior to issuance of a grading permit, the applicant shall provide a letter from a
qgualified paleontologist that demonstrates that the qualified professional
paleontologist has been retained to prepare a paleontological monitoring plan,
attend the projectpre-construction meeting, and to implement the monitoring
plan. A Qualified Professional Paleontologist is defined as a person who has a Ph.D.
or M.S. or equivalent in paleontology or closely related field (e.g., sedimentary or
stratigraphic geology, evdionary biology); has a demonstrated knowledge of
Southern California paleontology and geology; and has documented experience
performing professional paleontological procedures and techniques. A Qualified
Paleontological Resource Monitor is defined asraliMidual with at least one year
of experience in field identification and collecting of fossil materials. The project
Qualified Professional Paleontologist or Monitor shall attend the-gxeavation
meetings with representatives of the lead agency, theveleper or project
proponent, and contractors to explain the importance of fossils, the laws
protecting fossils, the need for mitigation, the types of fossils that might be
discovered during excavation work, and the procedures that should be followed if
fossils are discovered. The monitoring plan shall include the following
performance standards at a minimum:

4! Riverside County. 202Riverside Countyarcel Report, APN 4561400082
42 BCR Consulting. 2020/estern Science Center, Paleontological Resources Overview, Afiiiesfdixe Cultural Resources Study
43 Partner. 2021.Figure 3, Geologic Map. Geotechnical Report.

Pager7 January 2023



City of Hemet

JD Fields Pipe Facility
Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

. A Paleontological Monitoring Plan shall be prepared and approved by the

Qualified Professional Paleontologist retained for the project prior to tree pr
construction meeting. The Paleontological Monitoring Plan shall include a
literature search, record search, and, as needed, consultation information
based on coordination with other paleontologists who have completed
monitoring for other projects withirthe City of Hemet.

. A qualified professional paleontologist or a paleontological resource monitor

under the direction and supervision of a qualified professional paleontologist,
shall be on site during original cutting of Pleistocetge alluvial depositd.he
qualified professional paleontologist or a paleontological resource monitor
shall follow the Standard Procedures for the Assessment and Mitigation of
Adverse Impacts to Paleontological Resources (Society of Vertebrate
Paleontology 2010; Available at. http://vertpaleo.org/The
Society/Governanc®ocuments/SVP_Impact Mitigation Guidelines.gspx

. Monitoring of the noted geologic unit may be eithercreased or decreased

after the original cutting depending upon if ggoing grading activities would
involve cut into native Pleistocermge alluvium deposits, as determined by
the qualified paleontologist. After 50% of excavations are complete in either
anarea or rock unit and no fossils of any kind have been discovered, the level
of monitoring can be reduced or suspended entirely at the project
LI £ S2y02f23Aa0Q4 RAAONBGAZ2Y D

. In the event that welpreserved fossils are discovered, a qualified

paleontologist shall have the authority to temporarily halt or redirect
construction activities in the discovery area to allow recovery in a timely
manner (typically on the order of one hour to two days). All collected fossil
remains shall be cleaned, sorted, catalogew deposited in an appropriate
paleontological repository as defined by the Standard Procedures for the
Assessment and Mitigation of Advisees Impacts to Paleontological Resources
0{20AS0ie& 2F +SNISoONIGS tIfS2yltz2ft238

. A Find Monitoring Report (with a map showing fossil site locations)

summarizing the results, analyses, and conclusions of the atieseribed
monitoring/recovery program shall be submitted to the City of Hemet within
three months of terminating monitoring aciiies. The final report should
emphasize the discovery of any new or rare taxa, or palaeoecological or
taphonomic significance. A complete set of field notes, geologic maps,
stratigraphic sections, and a list of identified specimens must be included in or
accompany the final report. This report should be finalized only after all
aspects of the mitigation program are completed, including preparation,
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identification, cataloging, and curatorial inventory. The final report (with any
accompanying documents) amepository curation of specimens and samples
constitute the goals of a successful paleontological resource mitigation
program. Full copies of the final report should be deposited with both the lead
agency and the repository institution with the request thall locality data
remain confidential and not made available to the general public.

With implementation oMM GEQL, inadvertent paleontological discoveries during construction
activities wouldhave a less than significant impact.
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Greenhouse Gas Ensi®ns

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS Significant Mitigation Significant No
Issues Issues Incorporated Impact Impact

8) GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS. Would the project:

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly X
indirectly, that may have a significant impact on tt
environment?

b) Conflict with applicable plan, policy or regulation adopt X
for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhot
gases?

A Greenhouse GaEmissionsAssessment habeen prepared byKimleyHorn and Associated,
dated August 2022The aforementioned studwvasused as a resource in completing this section.
The report is available in Appendtto this IS/MND.

Background

¢KS Ga3INBSyK2dzaS STFSOGée Aa (GKS ylFddaNIf LINRO
layer of the atmosphere. Without the greenhouSeF F SOG > G KSNXYIFf Sy SNRe@
resulting in a much colder and inhospitable planet. With the greenhouse effect, the global
F SNF 3S GSYLISNY GdzNB A& FLIINBEAYIFGSte& cwmeC
components of the atmosphere respsible for the greenhouse effect. The amount of heat
retained is proportional to the concentration of GHGs in the atmosphere. As more GHGs are
released into the atmosphere, GHG concentrations increase and the atmosphere retains more
heat, increasing the edtcts of climate change. The Kyoto Protocol identified six gases for emission
reduction targets: carbon dioxide (g©Omethane (Ck, nitrous oxide (MO), hydrofluorocarbons
(HFC), perfluorocarbons (PFC), and sulfur hexafluoride @@8ken accounting for IBGs, all types

of GHG emissions are expressed in terms of €fDivalents (C&2) and are typically quantified

in metric tons (MT) or million metric tons (MMT).

Approximately 80 percent of the total heat stored in the atmosphere is caused hyGEHand

N2O. These three gases are emitted by human activities as well as natural sources. Each of the

GHGs affects climate change at different rates and persists in the atmosphere for varying lengths
of time. Global warming potential (GWP) is the relative measiréhe potential for a GHG to

trap heat in the atmosphereThe GWP allows comparisons of the global warming impacts of
different gases. Specifically, it is a measure of how much energy the emissmms toih of a gas
would absorb over a given period of time, relative to the emissionsnaf ton of CQ The larger

the GWP, the more that a given gas warms the Earth compared $@@D that time period.
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GWPs provide a common unit of measure, which allows analysts to add iggiens estimates
of different gases (e.g., to compile a national GHG inventory), and allows policymakers to
compare emissions reduction opportunities across sectors and gases.

GHGs, primarily GOCH, and NO, are directly emitted as a result of statiogasource
combustion of natural gas in equipment such as water heaters, boilers, process heaters, and
furnaces. GHGs are also emitted from mobile sources such -@asagnvehicles and offoad
construction equipment burning fuels such as gasoline, diegadjdsel, propane, or natural gas
(compressed or liquefied). Indirect GHG emissions result from electric power generated
elsewhere (i.e., power plants) used to operate process equipment, lighting, and utilities at a
facility. Included in GHG quantificatiamelectric power which is used to pump the water supply
(e.g., aqueducts, wells, pipelines) and disposal and decomposition of municipal waste in
landfills#4

Regulations and Significance Criteria

Issued in June 2005, Executive Orde€-@ established th following GHG emission reduction
targets: (a) by 2010: Reduce GHG emissions to 2000 levels; (b) by 2020: Reduce GHG emissions
to 1990 levels; and (c), by 2050: Reduce GHG emissions to 80 percent below 1990 levels.

Assembly Bill (AB) 32 Statutes of 2086alth and Safety Code Section 38500 et seq. require that
CARB determine what the statewide GHG emissions level was in 1990 and approve a statewide
GHG emissions limit that is equivalent to that level, to be achieved by 2020. CARB has approved
a 2020 emigsns limit of 427 million metric tons of G@quivalent (MTCg).

Issued in April 2015, Executive OrdeB®15 requires statewide GHG emissions to be reduced

40 percent below 1990 levels by 2030. SB 32, signed into law in September 2016, codifies the
2030 GHG reduction target in Executive OrdeB®B15. SB 32 authorizes CARB to adopt an
interim GHG emissions level target for the State to achieve by 2030, and to adopt rules and
regulations in an open public process to achieve the maximum, technologieadiple, and cost
effective GHG reductions. With SB 32, the California Legislature passed companion legislation
AB197, which provided additional direction for developing an updated Scoping Plan. CARB
released the second update to the Scoping Plan to ceflee 2030 target set by Executive Order
B-30-15 and codified by SB 32 in November 2017.

Additionally, in September 2018 SB lid@reased/ I f A T2 NY Al Qa NBySél ot S
from 50 to 60 percent by 2030. SB 100 also established a furthergbale an electric grid that
is entirely powered by clean energy by 2045.

Due to the nature of global climate change, it is not anticipated that any single development
project would have a substantial effect on global climate change. Addressing GHG esnissio

4 California Air Resources Boa@limate Change Scoping Pl2008.
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generation impacts requires an agency to determine what constitutes a significant impact. The

State CEQA Guidelines specifically allow lead agencies to determine thresholds of significance
that illustrate the extent of an impact and are a basis fromakihio apply mitigation measures.

¢tKAa YSiya GGKFIG SIFEOK |3SyoOe Aa G2 RSIGSNNXYAYS ¢
GaAIYATFAOLYyGE AYLI OG 2y GKS SYy@ANRYYSyliod ¢KS
dza S a Ol NBFdzZ 2 dzR af&tly difért, basgdrto theYektgntSposkiblema scientific

FYR ¥l Oldzat RFEGIFIET (42 RSAONRO6ST OFfOdzZ 4GS 2NJ
§15064.4(a)).

On September 28, 2010, the SCAQMD GHG CEQA Significance Threshold Stakeholder Working
GroupNBE 02 YYSYRSR Iy AYGSNAY &AONBSyAy3a S@St ydzy
tons of C@e annually, as well as an efficiedogsed threshold of 4.8 metric tons of &&Oper

service population (residents plus employees) per year in 2020 and 3.0cnats of Cge per

service population per year in 2035The SCAQMD formed the Working Group to assist the

{/'va5Qa STF¥F2Nla G2 RS@GSt2L)J I DID aA3IyAFTAOlIyO:!
variety of stakeholders including the State Office airiring and Research (OPR), CARB, the
lGG2NySe DSYySNIftQa h¥FAOST | OAdGe FyR O2dzie

utilities such as sanitation and power companies throughout the Air Basin, industry groups, and
environmental and professionalrganizations. The numeric bright line and efficietaged
thresholds were developed to be consistent with CEQA requirements for developing significance
thresholds. The thresholds are supported by substantial evidence and provide guidance to CEQA
practitioners and lead agencies in determining whether GHG emissions from a proposed project
are significant.

The City has not adopted projespecific significance thresholds. For the proposed project, the
{/!'va5Qa LINE LR aed/&ar norsindustrial scréemp threshold is used as the
significance threshold in addition to the qualitative thresholds of significance set forth below
from CEQA Guidelines Appendix G, SectionTWik. 3,000MTCQe/year screening threshold
represents a 90 percent capture rate (j.¢his threshold captures projects that represent
approximately 90 percent of GHG emissions from new sources) and represents emissions
associated withdevelopment of approximately 70 singlamily dwelling units The 3,000
MTCQelyear value istypically used in defining small projects that are considered less than
significant?6

4 In Cleveland National Forest Foundation v. San Diego Association of Gover(20ais3 Cal.5th 497, the Supreme Court held that tie EI

LINBLI NBR F2NJ GKS { Iy 5AS832 | 205 REybnhaliTiadsgortaion PlEnzS@stanapie Somindniles Stfdiddy5 ! D 0

y2i ySSR (i2 AyOtdzRS Iy lylteara 2F (GKS ttlyQa O2yaekdi85p0e gAGK DI D

(establishedby EOBnp (2 O2YLIX & 6AGK / 9v !thatthe k&l adeRcdahdile)'d godritikfion, Baged fodhe § S R

extent possible on scientific and factual data, to describe, calculate or estimate" in part because#sadishe 2050 emissions levels and

identified the significance of the 2050 threshold to climate change impacts (i.e., to stabilization of temperature incréasespurt also

y 2 (i § R a rigdért Galiférnia Energy Commission report concludes, howe\arthia primary strategies to achieve this target should be

YIE 22N WRSOIND2yAT A2y Q 2F St SOGNROAGE &dzlJf AS& YR FdSfas FyR Yl az
% Onpage®and30 2 ¥ (i KS Draffl Quidaac® Dacumentinterim CEQA Greenhouse Ga$iG) Significance Threshold

(October2008) the SCAQMD notes that a GHG significance threshold based on a 90 percent emission capture rate may be more appropriate
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8(a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a
significant impact on the environment?

Less than Significanmpact
ShortTerm ®nstruction Greenhouse Gas Emissions

The Project would result in direct emissions of GHGs from construction. The approximate
guantity of dailyGHG emissions generated by construction equipment utilized to build the
Project is depicted ifable9, Constructon-Related Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Table9: ConstructionRelatedGreenhouse Gag&missions

Category MTCQe Emissions, metric tons/year
Construction 515

30-Year Amortized Construction 17

Source: CalEEMod version 2016.3.2. Refer to Appendixniofdel outputs.

As shown, the Project would result in the generation of approximately 515 MeTGr the
course ofconstruction. Construction GHG emissions are typically summed and amortized over
the lifetime of theProject (assumed to be 30 years), thedded to the operational emissions.9
The amortized Projeatonstruction emissions would be 17 MT@&@er year. Once construction

is complete, the generation ehese GHG emissions would cease.

LongTerm Operational Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Operational ordng-term emissions occur over the life of the Project. GHG emissions would result
from direct emissions such as Project generated vehicular traffiitncombustion of natural
gas, andbperation of any landscaping equipment. Operational GHG emissionklatso result
from indirect sources, such as efite generation of electrical power, the energy required to
convey water to, andvastewater from the Project, the emissions associated with solid waste
generated from the Project, arahy fugitive refrigesints from air conditioning or refrigerators.

Total GHG emissions associated with the Project are summaiizeBable 10, Project
Greenhouse Gas Emissianghe Project would include energy efficiency requirements matching
or exceeding Title 24 requirements and water conservation measures that match California
Green Building Code standards. As shown in TEhléhe Project would generate approximately
533 MTCQe annually from both construction and operations and the Projégiproximately
40percent of theGHG are associated with nenonstruction related mobile sources. Emissions

to address the longerm GHG impacts. Further, a 90 percent emission capture rate sets tissiemthreshold low enough to capture a
substantial fraction of future stationary source projects that will be constructed to accommodate future statewide popalati@conomic
growth, while setting the emission threshold high enough to exclude smajtgis that will in aggregate contribute a relatively small
fraction of the cumulative statewide GHG emissions. This assertion is based on the fact that the SCAQMD estimates Gid&xhese
emissions would account for less than one percent of future 20&teatide GHG emissions target (85 MME&&gear). In addition, these
small projects would be subject to future applicable GHG control regulations that would further reduce their overall &uttrileution to
the statewide GHG inventory.

Page83 January 2023



JD Fields Pipe Facility
City of Hemet Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

of motor vehicles are controlled by State and Federal standards, and thecPhaje no control
over these standards.

Tablel0: Project Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Emissions Source CQe Emissions, metric tons/year
Construction Amortized Over 30 Years 17
Area Source 0.01
Energy 17
Mobile 210
Off-road 259
Waste 12
Water andWastewater 18
Total 533
SCAQMDhreshold 3,000
Exceeds Threshold? No
Source: CalEEMod version 2016.3.2. Refer to Appendix A for model outputs.

Note: Total values are from CalEEMod and may not add up 100% due to rounding.

As shown inrablel0, Projectrelated GHG emissions are below the proposed GHG significance
threshold for industrial land use projectherefore,aless than significanmpact would occur.

8(b) Conflict with applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of weihg
the emissions of greenhouse gases?

Less than Significarwith Mitigation Incorporated.

City of Hemet Climate Action Plan

¢ KS /CKmai @clion PlanOAR, which was an adoptioof the WRCOG subregional CAP,

provides a framework for reducif@HGemissions and managing resources to best prepare for a
changing climate. With respect to evaluatidrif LINRP 2SO0 a dzy RSNJ / 9v! I (KS
major benefits to an adopted Hemet CAP is tavelopment projects within the City would not

require adlitional GHG emissions analysis and mitigatioder CEQA if they are consistent with

the Hemet CAR ¢ KS LJJIzN1LJ2 &S 2 F U K S dévklapihent enhahcemehtdandli 2 3 dz
AYLIE SYSyGlFrdAaz2zy 2F | OGA2ya (KI G bysl3 geteRt béldvR dzOS
existing (2010) levels by 2020. However, the Project buildout would be-2834; thus,
O2yaAraitsSyoe gAlK Usdyfol iffoindatbaal purposesA & Ay Of dzRSR

l'a y20SR 020Ss (GKS [/ AlG@&Qa -H2!New Goyh@éraiFn&gy NI R dz
Efficiency,R2E4: Commercial Renewable Energy, aneWR2 Water Conservation Strategies

that are applicable tohe proposed Project. The proposed Project would be required to meet the

2019 Title 24 standards, whichquires a 30 percemneducing in energy consumption than 2016

standards due mainly to lightingpgrades. 2016 Title 24 standards for nonresidential buildings

will use about 5 percent less energy th#wose built to the 2013 standards. Therefore, by meeting
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the 2019 Title 24 @ndards, the propose@roject would exceed the requirement of 10 percent
beyond 2013 Title 24 Standards.

Additionally, SCE would provide electricity for the proposed Project. According to the California
EnergyCommission, SCE obtained 36 percent ofpaser supply from renewable sources in
201847 Therefore, the Project would exceed 10 percent of renewable electricity goal.
Additionally, the latest building codeequires norresidential buildings to be solar ready.
However, the City of Hemet CAP (measR2E4)requires installation of an average of 5 kilowatt
(kW) of solar photovoltaic cells per 10,000 square fediwfding space, thereforMM GHGL1 is
required to comply with CAP measure-R2. Furthermore, théroject would comply with the
CalGreen tandards, which requires a 20 percent reduction in indoor watse. The Project
g2dA R faz2 O2YLXeé gAGK GKS /AdGeQa 21 GfdtNg / 2y a S|
Hemet Municipal Code). Therefore, the Project would be consistent with théegies in the

I A CAR A

Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy Consistency

hy {SLWGSYOSNI oX HnunX {/! DQa w8&®0- 2045 Regionat dzy OA f
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strat@§20 RTP/SQSThe RTP/SCS is a long

range visioning plan that balances future mobility and housing needs with economic,
environmental, andpubli€ S f (K I2Ffad ¢KS wetk{/{ SYO2RASa
future and is developed with inpdtom local geernments, county transportation commissions,

tribal governments, nonprofit organizationsusinesses, and local stakeholders in the counties

of Imperial, Los Angeles, Orange, Riverside, SN} I NRAY 23 | YR Sy idzNI &
establishes GHG emissiogisals for automobiles and liglatuty trucks for 2020 and 2035 as well

as an overall GHG target for the Project region consistent with bothattgget date of AB 32 and

the post2020 GHG reduction goals of Executive Orded8-65 and B30-15.

The RTP/SG®ntains over 4,000 transportation projects, ranging from highway improvements,
railroadgrade separations, bicycle lanes, new transit hubs and replacement bridges. These future
investments were included in county plans developed by the six county trartsgion
commissions and seek to reduéeNI FFAO o200t SySO1ax AYLNRGS ]
network, and expand mobility choices feveryone. The RTP/SCS is an important planning
document for the region, allowing project sponsorsoualify for fedeal funding.

The plan accounts for operations and maintenance costs to ensure reliability, longevity, and cost
effectiveness. The RTP/SCS is also supported by a combination of transportation and land use
strategiesthat help the region achieve state GHG isgions reduction goals and Federal Clean

Air Act (FCAAkquirements, preserve open space areas, improve public health and roadway
safety, support our vitajoods movement industry, and utilize resources more efficiently. GHG

47 California Energy Commissigdnual Power Content Labels for 2018ly 2019.
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emissions resulting frondevdopmentrelated mobile sources are the most potent source of
emissions, and therefore Projectomparison to the RTP/SCS is an appropriate indicator of
whether the Project would inhibit the pos2020GHG reduction goals promulgated by the state.

Thet N22S00Qa O2yahaisSy OanalgzadiikdetdilkdiBabledt, Regiorial

Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy Consistency.

Table1l: Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy Consistency

SCAG Goals Complance
GOAL 1. Encourage regional economic prosperi| N/A: This is not a projeespecific policy and i
and global competitiveness. therefore not applicable. However, the
Project is located on aacant site and
development of the site wouldontribute to
regional economic prosperity.
GOAL 2: Improve mobility, accessibility, reliability Consistent:  Although this Project is not a transportatio
and travel safety for people and goods improvement project, the Project is locate
nearexisting transit routes on S. Lyon Stre
close toMayberry Avenue. RTA bus rout
31 and 32 are ithe vicinity of the Project.
GOAL 3: Enhance the preservation, securit NA: This is not atransportation improvement]
and resilience of the regiong project and is therefore not applicable.
transportationsystem
GOAL 4: Increase  person and gooc N/A: This is not a projeespecific policy and i
movement andravel choices within therefore not applicable. However, the
the transportationsystem. Project includes warehouse use that woulg
support goodgnovement.
GOAL 5: Reduce greenhouse gas emissiq Consistert The Projectis located within an urban areg
and proximity to existing truck routes an
improve air quality. freeways.Location of the project within g
developed areavould reduce trip lengths
which would reduce GH@nd air quality
emissiongelative to projects located in nen
urban areas
GOAL 6: Support healthy and equitabl{ Consistent Thet N2 2SO R2Sa y2i
communities regional or localized thresholds. Based ¢
the Friant Rancldecision, projects that d¢
y2i SEOSSR @grs wolld to
violate any air quality standards ¢
contribute substantially to an existing ¢
projected air quality violation and result in
no significant criteria pollutant health
impacts.
GOAL 7 Adapt to a changing climate an N/A: This is not a projeespecific policy and i
support an integrated regional therefore not applicable
development pattern and
transportation network.
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agricultural lands and restoration of

habitats.

SCAG Goals Complance

GOAL 8: Leverage new transportatiof N/A: This is not a projeespecific policy and i
technologies and datadriven therefore not applicable.
solutions that result imore efficient
travel.

GOAL 9: Encouragedevelopment of diversg N/A: The Project involves development of
housing types in areas that are warehouseand does not include housin
supported by multiple The Project is locatedvithin a relatively
transportation options. short walking distance to &l busroutes.

GOALLG: Promote conservation of natural an| N/A: The Project is located on a previou

developed site and is not located orn
agricultural lands.

Source: Southern California Association of Governmétggjonal Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Stragy.

Compliance with applicable State standards would ensure consistency with State and regional
GHGreduction planningefforts. The goals stated in the RTP/SCS were used to determine

consistency with theplanning efforts previously stated. As shownTiable11, the proposed
Project would be consistent witkthe stated goals of the RTP/SCS. Therefore, the proposed
Project wauld not result in any significait Y LJF OGa 2NJ AYGSNFSNBE 6A 0K

NE 3 A 2 Y2020 mabesdurce GHG reductiamgets.

Consistency with the CARB Scoping Plan

The California State Legislature adopted AB 32 in 2006. AB 32 focnsexlucing GHGs
(CQ,CH, NG, HFCs, PFCs, ande)Sto 1990 levels by the year 2020. Pursuant to the
requirements in AB 32, CARB adopted @lemate Change Scoping Pigtoping Plan) in 2008,
which outlines actions recommended to obtain that goal. Thep8g Plan provides a range of

GHG reduction actions that include direct regulations, alternative compliance mechanisms,

monetary and normonetary incentives, voluntary actions, marketsed mechanisms such as
the capandtrade program, and an AB 32 implemtation fee to fund the program. The 2017

Scoping Plan Update identifies additional GHG reduction measures necessary to achieve the 2030
target. These measures build upon those identified in the first update to the Scoping Plan in 2013.
Although a numbepf these measures are currently established as policies and measures, some
measures have not yet been formally proposed or adopted. It is expected that these actions to

reduce GHG emissiongould be adopted as required to achieve statewide GHG emissions

targets.

As shown inTable 12, Project Consistency with Applicable CARB Scoping Plan Measthes
Projectis consistent with most of the strategies, while others are not applicable tdPriogect
As such, impacts related to consistency with the ScopingWbaiid be less than significant.
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Tablel2: Project Consistency with Applicable CARB Scoping Plan Measures

Trade Program
Linked to Western
Climate Initiative

Scoping Plan | Scoping Plan Implemgntlng Project Consistency
Sector Measure Regulations
Transportation| California Caqand Regulation for the | Not Applicable. The CamndTrade Program

California Cap on
GHGEmissions and
Market-Based
Compliance
Mechanism October
20, 2015 (CCR
95800)

applies to large industrial sources such
power plants, refineries, and cemen
manufacturers. However, the regulation
indirectly affects people who use thgroducts
and services produced by these indust
sources when increased cost of products
services (such as electricity and fuel) ar
transferred to the consumers. The Camnd
Trade Program covers th&HG emission
associated with electricity consumed
California, generated #state or imported.
Accordingly, GHG emissions associated \
CEQAJINER 2 S Qritity @sagh ar&ddvered b
the CapandTrade Program. The GCand
Trade Program alsacovers fuel supplier
(natural gas and propane fugroviders and
transportation fuel providers) to addres
emissions from such fuels and combustion
other fossil fues not directly covered at larg
a2dz2NOSa Ay (GKS t NP
period.

California LighDuty
VehicleGHG
Standards

Pavley | 2005
Regulations to
Control GHG
Emissions from
Motor Vehicles
Pavley | 2005
Regulations to
Control GHG
Emissions from
Motor Vehicles

Consistent This measure applies to all ne
vehicles starting with model year 2012. T
Project would not conflict with itg
implementation as it would apply to all ne
passenger vehicles purchased in Califor
Passenger vebles, model year 2012 and latg
associated with construction and operation
the Project would be required to comply wit
the Pavley emissions standards.

2012 LEV I
California GHG and
Criteria Pollutant
Exhaust and
Evaporative
EmissiorStandards

Consistent. The LEV Ill amendments provi
reductions from new vehicles sold in Califorr
between 2017 and 2025. Passenger vehig
associated with the site would comply with L
[l standards.

Low Carbon Fuel
Standard

2009 readopted in
2015. Regulations tg
AchieveGHG
Emission Reduction
Subarticle 7. Low
Carbon Fuel
Standard CCR 9548

Consistent. This measure applies t
transportation fuels utilized by vehicles
California. The Project would not conflict wi
implementation of this measure. Moto
vehicles associated with construction a
operation of the Project would utilize loy
carbon transportation fuels as required und
this measure.

Regional
Transportation
RelatedGHGTargets.

SB 375. Cal. Public
Resources Code §8
21155, 21155.1,

21155.2, 21159.28

Consistent The Project would provid
development in the region that is consiste
with the growth projections in the RTP/SCS.
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Scoping Plan | Scoping Plan Implemgntlng Project Consistency
Sector Measure Regulations
Goods Movement | Goods Movement | Not applicable The Project does not propog
Action Plan January| any changes to maritime, rail, or intermod
2007 facilities or forms of transportation.
Medium/HeavyDuty | 2010 Amendments | Consistent This measure applies to mediu
Vehicle to the Truck and Bug and heavyduty vehicles that operate in thg
Regulation, the state. The Project would not conflict wit
Drayage Truck implementation of this measure. Medium an
Regulation and the | heavyduty  vehicles  associated  wit
TractorTrailerGHG | construction and operation of theProject
Regulation would be required to comply with the
requirements of this regulation.
High Speed Rail Funded under SB 86 Not applicable This is a statewide measu
that is not applicable to the Project
Electricity and | EnergyEfficiency Title 20 Appliance | Consistent.The Project would not conflict with
Natural Gas Efficiency Regulatior implementation of this measure. The Proje
Title 24 Part 6 would comply with the latest energy efficiend
Energy Efficiency standards.
Standards for
Residential and Non
Residential Building
Title 24 Part 11
California Green
Building Code
Standards
Renewable Portfolio|] 2010 Regulation to | Consistent The Project would obtain electricit
Standard/Renewabl¢ Implement the from the electric utility, Southern Californi
Electricity Standard.| Renewable Edison (SCE). SCE obtained 36 percent (
Electricity Standard | power supply from renewable sources in 20]
(33%2020) Therefore, the utility would provide power
Million Solar Roofs | SB 350 Clean Energ when needed orsite that is composed of §
Program and Pollution greater percentage of renewable sources.
Reduction Act of
2015 (50% 2030)
Million Solar Roofs | Tax Incentive Consistent. This measure is tincrease solat
Program Program throughout California, which is being done
various electricity providers and existing so
programs. The program provides incentiv
that are in place at the time of construction.
Water Water Title 24 Part 11 Consistent.The Projectvould comply with the

California Green
Building Code
Standards

SBX 771 The Water
Conservation Act of
2009

Model Water
Efficient Landscape
Ordinance

CalGreen standards, which requires a
percent reduction in indoor water use.
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Scoping Plan | Scoping Plan Implemgntlng Project Consistency
Sector Measure Regulations
Green Green Building Title 24 Part 11 Consistent.The State is to increase the use
Buildings Strategy California Green green building practices. The Project wol
Building Code implement required green building strategie
Standards through existing regulatiorthat requires the
Project to comply with various CalGreg
requirements. The Project includg
sustainability design features that support th
Green Building Strategy.
Industry Industrial Emissions| 2010 CARB Not applicable. The Mandatory Reporting
Mandatory Regulation requires facilities and entities wi
Reporting more than 10,000 MTC® of combustion ang
Regulation process emissions, all facilities belonging

certain industries, and adllectric power
entities to submit an annual GHG &sions
data report directly to CARB. As shown abo
total Project GHG emissions would not exce
10,000 MTCe2. Therefore, this regulatiol
would not apply.

Recycling and
Waste

Recycling and Wast¢

Title 24 Part 11
California Green

Consistent.The Project would not conflict wit
implementation of these measures. The Proj¢

Offset Projects for
Livestock and Rice
Cultivation

Management Building Cod is required to achieve the recycling mandat
Standards via compliance with the CALGreen code. T
AB 341 Statewide 74 City has consistently achieved its state recyc
Percent Diversion | mandates.
Goal
Forests Sustainable Forests| Cap and Trade Not applicable.The Project is not located in
Offset Projects forested area.
High Global High Global CARBRrefrigerant Consistent The regulations are applicable to
Warming Warming Potential | Management refrigerants used by large air conditionir
Potential Gases Program CCR 9538( systems andarge commercial and industrig
refrigerators and coldstorage system. Th
Project would not conflict with theefrigerant
management regulations adopted by CARB.
Agriculture Agriculture Cap and Trade Not applicable No grazing, feedlot, or othg

agricultural activities that generate manu
occurcurrently exist onsite or are proposed td
be implemented by the Project.

Source: California Air Resources Board, f A T2 Ny A | Qa

HAMT

/ £ NoYemlie62017 Erid CARBmat©Chadye/Stopin

Plan December 2008.

As seen imablesll and 12, the Project would be consistent with all applicable plan goals. As

shown in TablelO, the Projectis estimated to emit approximately33 MTCQe per year with
majority of emissions comimfgy RA NBOGf & FNRY 2FFmaArAdS YEHE2NI OSK
emissions caused by losigrm operation of the Project would not exceed the 3,000 M€ Qer

year screening threshold, anchpacts would be less than significant.

' 4 RA&40dzaaSR | 02@0Ss GKS LINRLRASR t Nhekde ¢ 2dA |
NXE 3 ApBsy2020 mobile source GHG reduction targets. Additionally, Project emissions would

be indirectlyreduced through the implementation of various Scoping Plan measures, such as the

low carbon fuelstandard, vehicle emissions standardsjilding energy efficiency standards,
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marketbased mechanisméuch as the capndtrade program) and the Renewable Portfolio

Standard. Therefore, the Project woul2 G O2y ¥t AO0G HAGK GKS {O2LRA
measures and, as such, would not impedmlementation of the Scoping Plan. As such, impacts

related to consistency with the Scoping Plan wdatdess than significant.

Regarding goals for 2050 under Executive Ord@0S, at this time it is not possible to quantify
the emissions savings fromtiue regulatory measures, as they have not yet been developed;
nevertheless, it can be anticipated that operation of the Project would benefit from
implementation of current andpotential future regulations (e.g., improvements in vehicle
emissions, SB 10@&newable electricityportfolio improvements, etc.) enacted to meet an
80 percent reduction below 1990 levels by 2050.

The Project would not conflict with any applicable plan, policy, or regulation of an agency
adopted forreducing the emissions of GHGschase the Project would generate low levels of
GHGs, and would natnpede implementation of the Scoping Plan, or conflict with the policies of
the Scoping Plan or any oth&HG reduction plan. Therefore, the impacts would be less than
significant

Mitigati on Measure

MM GHG1 As part of the building permit for tenant improvements, the project shall install
solarphotovoltaic (PV) panels. @ite solar PV systems shall be installed within
two years ofcommencing operations. Each building shall includeebattrical
system and othemfrastructure sufficiently sized to accommodate the PV arrays.
The electrical system andfrastructure must be clearly labeled with noticeable
and permanent signage. Thisitigation measure applies only to tenant permits
and rot the building shell approvals.

With implementation ofMM GHG1, the Projectwould not conflict with an applicable plan,
policy, or regulation of an ageneylopted for the purpose of reducing GHG emissiang a £ss
than significant impacivould occur
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Hazards and Hazardous Materials

Potentially

Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant Mitigation Significant

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS

Issues Issues Incorporated Impact

9) HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS. Would the project:

a) Create a significanthazard to the public or the X
environment through the routine transport, use,
disposal of hazardous materials?

b) Create a significant hazard to the public or tl X
environment through reasonably foreseeable upset &
accident conditions involving the release of hazardc
materials into theenvironmen®

¢) Emit hazardous emissions or hantiezardousr acutely X
hazardous materials, substances, or waste within-o
quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

d) Be located on a site which is included on a list X
hazardous materials sitescompiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, w
it create a significant hazard to the public or tl
environment?

e) For a project located within an airport land use plan X
where such a plan has not been adoptedthin two miles
of a public airport or public use airport, would the proje
result in a safety hazard or excessive noise for pec
residing or working in the project area?

f)  Impair implementation of or physically interfere with ¢ X
adopted emergency response plan or emergen
evacuation plan?

g) Expose people or structures, either directly or indirect X
to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involvi
wildland fires?

A Phase | Environmental Site Assessnuatied August 2022vas prepared byPartnerfor the
Projectsite. The technical studisincludedasAppendixF and findings are included herein.
Fire Hazard

Theareas surrounding Hemet are susceptible to wildland fire threats due to topography, native
vegetationi KS { Fyidl ! yI &AYy Ra >HoweyeR asisliodn oidSHRhe2 GPQa 6 S|
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Figure 6.4Wildland Fire Hazard Severity Zontd® Project site is not located mfire hazard
severity zone?

9(a) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine
transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?
Less than Significantmpact Both the EPA and the US Department of Transportation (DOT)
regulate the transport of hazardesuvaste and material, including transport via highway. The EPA
administers permitting, tracking, reporting, and operations requirements established by the
Resource Conservation and Recovery Act. The DOT regulates the transportation of hazardous
materials through enforcement of the Hazardous Materials Transportation Act. This act includes
requirements for container design and labeling, as well as for driver training. The established
regulations are intended to track and manage the safe interstate transportatf hazardous
materials and waste. Additionally, State and local agencies enforce the application of these acts
and coordinate safety and mitigation responses in the case that accidents involving hazardous
materials occur.

Construction

A majority of the Project building process would occan-site. According to the findings from the
Phase | ESA conducted for the Project site,rempgnized environmental conditions (RECS),
controlled recognizedenvironmental conditions (CRECS), historical recognizedcamaental
conditions (HRECSs). Additionally, as noted below in Response (d) below, the Project site is not
included in a hazardous list site (Cortese List). As such, no hazardous materials are anticipated to
be released during construction activities. Thelyohazardous materials to be utilized during
construction activities are typical paint and cleaning solvents, gas, diesels and other similar
products.However, no hazardous conditions are anticipated to be created as part ¢ thect
construction actiities.

Operations

The Projectsite would be utlizedby the owner/operator, JD Fields & Company, for
receipt/delivery, storage, fabrication and distribution of steel/pvc pipe, steel piling, plumping
equipment, valves and flangeShe use of the site is hanticipated to create hazardous
conditions for those working or residing near the Project site.

The transport, use, and storage of hazardous materials during the construction and operation of
the sitewould be conducted and kept in accordance with all applicable State, local and Federal
regulations. Compliance with all applicable laws and regulations would reduce the potential

48 City of Hemet (20122030 @&neral PlanPublic Safety ElemenqtFigure 6.4; Wildland Fire Hazard Severity Zonagailable at
https://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/5331/6_Publafety web5142019?bidldaccessed June 29, 2021.
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impact associated with the routine transport, use, storage, or disposal of hazsudaterials to
a less than significant levéls such, a less than significant impact is anticipated to occur

9(b) Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably
foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving théer@se of hazardous materials
into the environment?

No impact In general, émolition of any existing structures, especially older structures where
these hazardous building materials were commonly used in construction, could be released
during demolitionadivities, and expose construction workers, the public, or #m@vironment.
However, as previously mentioned, the Project site is currently vacant and unimpaoned
therefore no demolition would occur onsit&/ithout demolition activities, the Project wadihot
create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable
upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the enviranment
Additionally, as noted in the Phase | ESA, the project sii® kvstorically used for agricultural
purposes. There is the potential that agricultural related chemicals such as pesticides, herbicides,
and fertilizers, may have been used and stored onsite. Based on Phase | review of historical aerial
photographs, neevidence of pesticide, herbicide, and/or fertilizer bulk storage or mixing areas
was observed. Furthermor#&ere is a potential that residual agricultural chemicals (if any) would
have degraded since the site was last utilized for agricultural purpodg®ugh agricultural
impacts may be present onsite, the future development of the subject property will be for
commercial use and therefore remaining impacts, if any, will not likely be above commercial
regulatory risk levelsBased on these factors, theshorical agricultural use of the subject
property is not expected to represent a significant concdimerefore, @ impactwould occur.

9(c) Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials,
substances, or waste within orquarter mile of an existing or proposed school?

No impact There is no existing or proposed school located within-qoarter mile of the Project.

The nearest school, Whittier Elementary Schoolpcaitedapproximate one (1) mile southeast

of the Project siteTherefore, no impact would occur.

9(d) Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled
pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, wouldedte a
significant hazard to the public or the environment?

No Impact.The Hazardous Waste and Substances Sites List (Cortese list) is a planning document
used by the State, local agencies, and developers to comply with CEQA requirements to provide
information on locations of hazardous materials release sites.Jddornia Government Code
Section 65962.5equires the California Environmental Project Agency (EPA) to develop at least
annually updated Cortese Li3the Department of Toxic Substances ConedISEisresponsible
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for compilingthe list, which consists of potentially contaminated sites in the stdfehe Project
site is not included on the list of hazardous waste sites (Cortese List) compiled by the DTSC
pursuant to Government Codg65962.5°° Therefore, no impacivould occur

9(e) For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been
adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project
result in a safety hazard or excessineise for people residing or working in the Project
area?

Less than Significarimpact The closest public use airport/airstrip to the Project is HefRgan
Airport. TheHemetRyan Airport is a public use airport managed by Riverside County Economic
Devebpment Agency. Theroject is located approximately 1.3 miles northeast of the Hemet
Ryan Airport and isvithin Zone D¢ Primary Traffic Patterns and Runway Buffer Aogéahe
HemetRyan Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALB}CPgr the City of Hemet Planning
Division, the Project is not required to be reviewed by the Riverside County Airport Land Use
Commission (ALUC) as no legislative action is proposed. Citwetdfl perform the airport land

use compatibility review? Zone D restricts nonesidential intensity to 300 people per average
acre, and 1,200 people per single acvéithin Zone D, airspace review is required for proposed
structures taller than 70 feetn height. The proposed25,000 sq.ft.metal/prefab modular
warehouse buildingnclusive ofa 3,000 sq.ft. of office space. The proposed buildiogld not
exceedtheMH %2y $SQ& YI EA YdzY KSA dihensibrd, doulllddifedyird 2 F ¢
airspace review per the HemeRyan Airport ALUZ In addition, highly noissensitive outdoor
nonresidential uses and hazards to flight uses are prohibited in Zon&he.proposed
office/warehouse buildings consistent with the Industrial land use and2vkoning designations
andis anticipated to be usetbr the receipt/delivery, storage, fabrication and distribution of
steel/pvc pipe, steel piling, plumping equipmeatdvalves and flange&ll activities, except for

pipe and steel piling storage, are expected to be conducted inside the buildipg and steel
piling would be stored outdoor in designated outdoor storage ar@erefore, the Project as
proposed would have less than significant impact.

9(f) Impair implementation of an emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?

Less than Significantmpact The Project proposes three ingress/egréessrewayvia S. Gilmore
St.Thethree driveways would be constructed to meet the California FoeéeGpecifications and

49 Department of Toxic Substances Contbol¢ { / Q& | I T I NR2dza 2 | & i Sie ClgaRup (Cdrese lisydiddezat { AGS [ A&
https://dtsc.ca.gov/dtscscorteselist/, accessed on June 29, 2021.
50 Department of Toxic Substances Contbol¢ { / Q& | I T I NR2dza 2 | & {{Drtebeyakailabldaz & (i yOS&a {AGS [ A&l

https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/search.asp?PAGE=3&CMD=search&ocieerp=&business_name=&main_street humber=&main_st
reet_name=_&city=&zip=&county=&branch=&status=ACT%2CBKLG%2CCOM4&site_type=CSITES%2CFUDS&cleanup_type=&&pd=&funding=
porttype=CORTESE&reporttitte=HAZARDOUS+WASTE+AND+SUBSTANCES+SITE+LIST+%28CORTESE%29&federal_superfund=&state_response
=&voluntary_cleanup=&school_cleanup=&operating=&post_closure=&non_operating=&corrective_action=&tiered_permit=&evaluation=&s
pec_prog=&né#onal_priority_list=&senate=&congress=&assembly=&critical_pol=&business_type=&case_type=&display_results=&school_di
strict=&pub=&hwmp=False&permitted=&pc_permitted=&inspections=&inspectionsother=&complaints=&censustract=&cesdecile=&ORDERB
Y=city&next=Next+H accessed on June 29, 2021.

51 Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission. 28&metRyan AirporCompatibility Map HR.. Retrieved from
https://www.rcaluc.org/Portals/13/16%28620V0l.%201%20HemBlyan%202017%20Final.pdf?ver=208721-13131 76 20. Accessed
July21, 2022.

52 City of Hemet, Planning Division (202R)e-Application Review (PRED1) Comments DRC Date: February2021.
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https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/search.asp?PAGE=3&CMD=search&ocieerp=&business_name=&main_street_number=&main_street_name=&city=&zip=&county=&branch=&status=ACT%2CBKLG%2CCOM&site_type=CSITES%2CFUDS&cleanup_type=&npl=&funding=&reporttype=CORTESE&reporttitle=HAZARDOUS+WASTE+AND+SUBSTANCES+SITE+LIST+%28CORTESE%29&federal_superfund=&state_response=&voluntary_cleanup=&school_cleanup=&operating=&post_closure=&non_operating=&corrective_action=&tiered_permit=&evaluation=&spec_prog=&national_priority_list=&senate=&congress=&assembly=&critical_pol=&business_type=&case_type=&display_results=&school_district=&pub=&hwmp=False&permitted=&pc_permitted=&inspections=&inspectionsother=&complaints=&censustract=&cesdecile=&ORDERBY=city&next=Next+50
https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/search.asp?PAGE=3&CMD=search&ocieerp=&business_name=&main_street_number=&main_street_name=&city=&zip=&county=&branch=&status=ACT%2CBKLG%2CCOM&site_type=CSITES%2CFUDS&cleanup_type=&npl=&funding=&reporttype=CORTESE&reporttitle=HAZARDOUS+WASTE+AND+SUBSTANCES+SITE+LIST+%28CORTESE%29&federal_superfund=&state_response=&voluntary_cleanup=&school_cleanup=&operating=&post_closure=&non_operating=&corrective_action=&tiered_permit=&evaluation=&spec_prog=&national_priority_list=&senate=&congress=&assembly=&critical_pol=&business_type=&case_type=&display_results=&school_district=&pub=&hwmp=False&permitted=&pc_permitted=&inspections=&inspectionsother=&complaints=&censustract=&cesdecile=&ORDERBY=city&next=Next+50
https://www.envirostor.dtsc.ca.gov/public/search.asp?PAGE=3&CMD=search&ocieerp=&business_name=&main_street_number=&main_street_name=&city=&zip=&county=&branch=&status=ACT%2CBKLG%2CCOM&site_type=CSITES%2CFUDS&cleanup_type=&npl=&funding=&reporttype=CORTESE&reporttitle=HAZARDOUS+WASTE+AND+SUBSTANCES+SITE+LIST+%28CORTESE%29&federal_superfund=&state_response=&voluntary_cleanup=&school_cleanup=&operating=&post_closure=&non_operating=&corrective_action=&tiered_permit=&evaluation=&spec_prog=&national_priority_list=&senate=&congress=&assembly=&critical_pol=&business_type=&case_type=&display_results=&school_district=&pub=&hwmp=False&permitted=&pc_permitted=&inspections=&inspectionsother=&complaints=&censustract=&cesdecile=&ORDERBY=city&next=Next+50
https://www.rcaluc.org/Portals/13/16%20-%20Vol.%201%20Hemet-Ryan%202017%20Final.pdf?ver=2017-03-21-131317-620

JD Fields Pipe Facility
City of Hemet Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

would allow emergency access and evacuation from the site. Therefordlrifject would not
impair implementation of or physically interfere with an adopted emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plaand any potential impas would be less than significant.

9(g) Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk of loss,
injury or death involving wildland fires?

No Impact According to the Hemet 2030 GP Figure 6.4 Wildland Fire Hazard $&mrés, the
Project site is not located within or adjacent to a wildland fire hazard severity Zorteerefore,

the Project would not expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant
risk of loss, injury or death involving dié&ind fires.Therefore, @ impactwould occur.

53 City of Hemet (20122030 @&neral PlanPublic Safety ElemenqtFigure 6.4; Wildland Fire Hazard Severity Zonagailable at
https://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/5331/6_Publgafety web51420197bidld=, accessed June 29, 2021.
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Hydrology and Water Quality

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
Issues

10)

a)

b)

c)

d)

e)

HYDROLOGY ANRATER QUALITY. Would the project:

Violate any water quality standards or waste discha
requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surfe
or groundwater quality?

Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfi
substantiallywith groundwater recharge such that th
project may impede sustainable groundwat
management of the basin?

Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the ¢
or area, including through the alteration of the course
a stream or river or through the addition of imperviol
surfaces, in a manner which would:

Result in substanti@rosion or siltation onor off-site?

Substantially increase the rate or amount of surfe
runoff in a manner which would result in flooding-cor
off-site?

Create or contribute runoff water which would excet
the capacity ofexisting or planned stormwater drainac
systems or provide substantial additional sources
polluted runoff?

In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk releas
pollutants due to project inundation?

Conflict with orobstruct implementation of a watel
quality control plan or sustainable groundwat
management plan?

Potentially
Significant
Issues

Potentially
Significant
Unless Less Than
Mitigation Significant
Incorporated Impact

A Preliminary Hydrology RepaiAugust 2022 and a PreliminaryWater Quality Management
Plan(WQMP)August 2022were prepared bimleyHorn and Associatdsr the Project. These
technical stidies are includedsAppendixGand AppendiH, respectively.

10(a) Violate water quality or waste discharge requirements or otherwise substantially

Les

the California Water Code), and the Federal Water Pollution Control Act Amendment of 1972

degrade surface or groundwater quality?

than IShmadKiSi ¢ abh F2NYAL

t 2 NI S NIt/ B/f3@0Hof S

(also referred to as the Clean Water Act [CWA]) require comprehensater guality control
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plans be developed for all waters within the State of California. The Project site is located within
the jurisdiction of the Santa AnaeRional Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB)

Demolition and Construction

The Project site is primdy vacant and undevelopeddemolitionand constructionof the site

would involve clearing, soil stockpiling, grading, paving, utility installation, building construction,

and landscaping activities, which would result in the generation of potential watedity

pollutants such as silt, debris, chemicals, paints, and other solvents with the potential to

I ROSNAR St & | FFSOUG 61 GSNI ljdzr t Alléd | a pdledtidlkor & K2 N.
occur during construction of thproposed Project in the absence of any protective or avoidance
measures.

As part of the Projectimprovemens would be providedalongS. Gilmore Streetsuch as curb
and gutter. At thistime there is no intended utility workvith exception of new conneains to
existing undergrounditilities, including watersewer and electricalAdditionally,an infiltration
basinis proposed as part of the Project to catch runoff for infiltration purpoSése infiltration
basin would be located on theouthwestportion of the site adjacent toS. Gilmore Street

The City of Hemet is part of the Riverside County Watershed Protection. Under the requirements
of the 2010 Riverside County Areade Municipal Separate Storm Sewer (MS4) permit, the City
is obligated to adviséhe development, construction, and business communities of the need to
comply with proper general waste discharge permitee proposed Project would disturb more
than one acre ofand surface and would, therefore, be required to obtain coverage under the
NPDES stormwater program. The CityHaimetis required to adhere to therovisions of the
NPDE®rogram To minimize water quality impacts during constructi@onstruction activities
would be required to comply with a SWPPP consistent with the GeneraliPfor Storm Water
Discharge Associated with Construction Activity (Construction Activity General P&orot)tain
coverage the Project Applicant is required to submit a Notice of Intent prior to construction
activities and develop and implemeain SVPPPand monitoring plan. The SWPPP identifies
erosioncontrol and sedimentontrol Best ManagementPractices (BMPs)that would meet or
exceed measures required by the Construction Activity General Permit to control potential
constructionrelated pollutants.

Erosioncontrol BMPsare designed to prevent erosion, whereas sediment controls are designed
to trap sediment one it has been mobilizedTypical BMPs include but are not limited to
construction scheduling, proper construction equipment staging, hydroseeding, straw muich,
sandbags and silt fenceBhese requirements would ensure that potentabject impacts related

to soil erosion, siltation, and sedimentation remain less than significant and avoid violation to
any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements.

Pageo8 January 2023



JD Fields Pipe Facility
City of Hemet Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Operations

As noted above, exiting site drainage flosasuthwest toward S. Gilmore Streahd nost of the
northern portion flows souttvesterly. As outlined in thePreliminary WQMP,to retain the
stormwater volume required to avoidr minimize impacts downstream, théoject would be
subject to establishing targets for pedevelopment hydrology based on performance criteria
specified in the MS4 Permit. These targets include runoff volume, time of concentration, and
peak runoff for protection of any downstream waterbody segments with Complete Hydrologic
Conditions of Concer(HCOC)The Project proposes an infiltration basin (identified as BMP
Exhibit 4of the hydrology reportin the southwest corner of the Project site. The infiltration basin
wouldserve as stormwater quality treatment and mitigation. The proposed hasined to treat

the design capture the volume (DCV) and to retain the storm water volume as required to not
create any adverse impacts downstred@ihe required DCV for thproposed project site is
approximately 12,000 cubic feet. The proposed basind&stal capacityof 80,599 cubic feet
which satisfies the requirement for water qualitgs such, ke Preliminary Hydrology Report
concluded that the development of the existing vacant site into the Project is not expected to
cause a significant impact tlownstream properties for storms up to the 14§@ar condition. The
mitigated development discharges leseormwater flows than the existing site conditions by
proposing a zeralischarge site

The WQMP is postconstructionmanagement program that ensurélse ongoing protection of

the watershed basin by requiring structural and programmatic controls. The WQMP identifies
structural controls (including a contained, -gite wastewater treatment plant) and
programmatic controls to minimize, prevent, and/or otiwgse appropriately treastormwater
runoff flows before they are discharged from the site. Mandatory compliance with the WQMP
would ensure that the proposed Project does not violate any water quality standards or waste
RAAOKLIF NHS NXI dzA NeBrivopefaiicn ThRrétdid, ¢ Bss thanysigmnifidant impact
would occur.

10(b) Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfersubstantially with
groundwater recharge such that the project may impede sustainable groundwater
management of thebasin?

Less than Significarimpact The City of Hemet Water Department relies on local groundwater

as the only water supply source for customers in its 5.25 square mile service area. Groundwater

is currently pumped from the Hemet Groundwater basin by nine (9)@@ityed wells>* The City

s AGKAY (GUKS 02dzy RFNASa 2F 9t ad SNy andhasvaterldr £ 2 |

exchange service connections wEMWDas well as Lake Hemet Municipal Water District

(LHMWD), which provides an opportunity for water exchanges during emergen@tions.

54 City of HemetWater SupplyRetrieved fromhttps://www.hemetca.gov/657/WaterSupply accessed November 2021.
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Hidorically, the Cityhas purchased minor amounts of water from EMWD for emergency
purposes

The City of Heme2020 Urban Water Management Plan (UWNdR)jected water demands and
supplies forover the next 25years in fiveyear incrementsthrough 20452 The UWMP made
supply and demand projections for normal years, single dry years, and multiplgearsand
determined that the City can meet water demands durmgmal years, single dry years, and
multiple-dry years.

The Projectsite is currently vacantith zero percent impervious surface and drains in a
southwest direction towards S. Gilmore Street, per the Preliminary WQMW® .proposed site
grading intends to maintain the existing flow pattern by draining in a southdiesttion into an
infiltration basin (BMPL). TheproposedBMR1 is intendedfor water quality and storm water
mitigation purposes. Thafiltration basin volume was calculated using the Riverside County
Infiltration Basin worksheetyhich is based on the Rivede County Low Impact Development
BMP Design HandbooRhe proposed infiltration basin (BMB would serve asstormwater
quality treatment and mitigationThe BMPL was sized to treat th®CVand to retain thestorm
water volume required to not create amdverse impacts downstream. The required DC\Her
proposed project site is approximately 12,000 cubic faetl the proposed basin has a total
capacityof 80,599 cubic feet which satisfies the requirement for water qualibye proposed site
would be azero-discharge project in whicéll drainagevould be treated and infiltrated back into
the soiland allow for groundwater recharge.

Based on available informatiothe City is projected to meetvater demands during normal
years, single dry years, and mple-dry years and the proposed BMPwould satisfy the
requirement for water quality. Thereforethe implementation of the Projectwould not
substantially decreasegroundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater
recharge Therefore, dess than significaritmpact would occur

10(c) Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through
the alteration of the course o stream or river or through the addition of impervious
surfaces, in ananner which would:

I) Resultin substantial erosion or siltation emwr off-site?

Less Than Significaninpact The site does not include any streams or rivetsch could be
altered by the proposed Projecthe proposed ossite infiltration basin would lint the release
of stormwater from the site; thezby minimizing the potential for substantial erosion or siltation
to occur onsite or offsite. Therefore, impacts would be less than significant.

%5 1bid.
56 City of Hemet2020 Urban Water Management Plafwailable ahttps://www.hemetca.gov/Documerenter/View/7384/FINALCIty-of-
Hemet2020UWMPand-Water-ShortageContingencyPlan accessed November 2021.
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i) Substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runaifa manner which would
result in flooding on or off-site?

Less Than Significaminpact As noted above, the site does not include any streams or rivers
which could be altered by the proposed Project. The development of the existing site into the
Projectwould not create any adverse impacts downstream for storm events up to they£a0
storm. Therevould not be an increase in the existing discharge from the site in both thgehd
and 100year storm events due to the proposed infiltration basin thaduld be sized to capture
and infiltrate the 100year rainfall event. Discharge from the sitwuld greatly decrease from
the existing condition.All water from the proposed Projeetould sheet flow through the site
and be routed into the infiltration basin.

The proposed infiltration basiis sizedo treat the design capture volume (DCV) and required
retention volume to meet Hydrologic Conditions of Concern (HCOC) requirements for water
quality purposes and to provide stormwater mitigation for storm eventsaute 100year event

for the site.

As previously discussetie Project sitevould be a zeredischarge project in whicall drainage
would be treated and infiltrated back into the s@hd allow for groundwater recharg&he site
would not discharge more runoff than what is being discharged under the existing conditions,
thereby minimizing the potential for flooding to occur -site or offsite. Therefore, impacts
would be less than sigficant.

iii) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or
planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff?

Less Than Significant Impads noted above and ithe PreliminaryWQMR the Projectwould
preventstormwater runoff such that runoff watewould not exceed that of existing conditions
and is not otherwise anticipated to exceed the capacity of downstream drainage facilihies.
proposed onsite infiltration basin, infitration and operational BMPwould reduce impacts to
less than sigificantfor stormwater runoff water quality pursuant to the WQMP

10(d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due to project
inundations?

No Impact. The Prgect site is located approximateB0 miles inland from the Pacific Ocean.
Given the distance from the coast, tteeis nopotential for the Project site to be inundated by a
large, catastrophic tsunafii The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) designates
the site as Zone Xsthe areaoutside of the0.2-percentannuatchance (or 50§ear) flood. No

steep slopes are in the Project vicinity; therefore, the risk of mudflow is insignifigdditiondly,

57 Partner. 2021Geotechnical Reparpage 6
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because the project site is not near an enclosed or partially enclosed body or water, the potential
for seiche is nonexistent.herefore, no impact would occur.

10(e) Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or sustaiole
groundwater management plan?

Less than SignificantAs previously discussed in Threshold (b), the Project would not obstruct

implementation of a water quality control plan or sustainable groundwater management plan.

The Project is anticipated to restiiin less thansignificant water quality impacts, either during

construction or operation.

As previously stated, thabovestated policies, NPDES permits, State Law, and the Regional
Water Quality Control Board (RWQCB) General Construction Permit, wbathras the
implementation of a variety of BMPs on construction and operation of the Prajectequired

to be obtained by the Project Applicant in order to construct and operate the proposed Project.
Additionally,Municipal Code Section I T m (i K\8atet Quéli&y Qrdinance (Municipal Code
Section 14471)requires that projects be in compliance with all State, Regional, and local policies
and guidelines regarding water quality and groundwater. Less than significant impacts would
occur.
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Land Use andPlanning

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS Significant Mitigation Significant

Issues Issues Incorporated Impact

11) LAND USE AND PLANNING. Would the project:
a) Physically divide aestablished community? X

b) Cause a significant environmental impact due to a con X
with any land use plan, policy, or regulation adopted
the purpose of avoiding or mitigating an environmen
effect?

As shown inTable 1 the Projectsiteis on a 9.2acre site in the Industridl) land use and General
Manufacturing (M-2) zoning designationsThe proposed Project would be consistent with
existingGeneral Platand use and Zonindesignations

11(a) Physically divide an estaldhed community?

No impact Currently, theProject site is vacant and surrounded by an industrial use to the north,
Hemet Unified School District parking area to the east, AT&SF Railway and residential use to the
south, and S. Gilmore St. and a mobile home park to the wesfl@ele ). The Projecapplicant
proposes to develo@ 25,000 sq.ftmetal/prefab modular warehouse building inclusive of a
3,000 sq.ft. of office spacand associatedot improvementsthat include parking areas and
landscapingThedevelopment would be usefbr the receipt/ddivery, storagefabrication,and
distribution of steel/pvc pipe, steel piling, plumping equipmeaid valves and flanges here

are no trails, easements, or pathways that traverse the Jitee Project wuld be developed on

one parcel andvould use existing road network. As proposed, the Project wbeldonsistent

with the M-2 zoning and | land use designation. Construction of the proposed development
would not physically divide an established communiltigerefore, no impact would occur.

11(b) Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with
jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the general plan, specific plan,
local coastal program, or zoning ordin@e) adopted for the purpose of avoiding or
mitigating an environmental effect?

No impact As previously mentioned,he proposedProject would be consistent with the

underlyingZoning district and General Plan designations ashdes not propose changes toeh

GP or zoning designations. Thus, the Proyectlld not conflict withapplicable land use plan,

policy, or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the Projéberefore, no impact would

occur.
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Mineral Resources

Potentially

Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Significant

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS Significant Mitigation

Issues Issues Incorporated Impact

12) MINERAL RESOURCES. Would the project:

a) Result in the loss of availability of a known mine
resource that would be ofalue to the region and the X
residents of the state?

b) Result in the loss of availability of lacallyimportant
mineral resource recovery site delineated on a lo X
general plan, specific plan, or other land use plan?

The Surface Mining and Reclamation Act (SMARA) of 1975 designates Mineral Resource Zones
(MRZs)that were of regional or Statevide importance The State Mining and Geology Board
(SMGB) establishes a priority list by the following classification criteria:

MRZ1 Areas where adequate geologic information indicates that no significant mineral
deposits are present, or that there is a small likelihood of the presence of mineral
deposits

MRZ2 MRZ2a: Areas where the available geologiatashowsthat there aresignificant

measured or indicateddeposits present, which means this land is of prime
importance in miningor

MRZ2b: that there is a inferred likelihood of significant mineral depositss
indicated by limited sampling

MRZ3 MRZ3a: Areascontaining kown mineral depositghat have moderate potential
for mineral deposits and may be reclassified as MRZ

MRZ3b: Areas containing inferred mineral deposits based on plausible evidence
of the geologic settings

MRZ4 Areas where there is not enougjeologidanformation available to determine the
presence or absence of minenmasources This indicated limited knowledge and
it does not imply that there is a small likelihood of mineral depdsSits.

According to the HemeGP, darge portion of the City is designated as Mineral Resource-Zone
(MRZ3). MRZ3 areas contain sedimentary deposits that have the potential to supply sand and

58 Department of Conservation: Division of Mines and Geology (2@@jielines for Classification and Designation of Mineral Lavdslable
at https://www.conservationca.gov/smgb/Guidelines/Documents/ClassDesig.pdtessed June 29, 2021
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gravel for concrete and crushed stone for aggregate. However, the City does not cohsiser t
areas to contain deposits of significant economic value, based on availablé’data

12(a & b)Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to
the region and the residents of the state? And result in the loss of availability lotally-
important mineral resource recovery site delineated on a local gengrkn, specific
plan, or other land use plan?

No impact Implementation of the proposed Project would not deplete mineral deposits or

involve mining activities. Furthermore, the Project site is not located in an area identified as a

locally important minerlresource recovery siten0 miningoccurs in thearea and the Project

site is not used and has not historically been used for mining activilies proposed Project

would not result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resoufideerefore, nampact

would occur.

59 City of Hemet (2012R030General Plan Chapter 7: Open Space and Conservation E|@aga{?20.
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Noise

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS Significant Mitigation Significant No
Issues Issues Incorporated Impact Impact

13) NOISE. Would the project result in:

a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permane X
increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of t
project in excess of standards established in the Ic
general plan or noise ordinance or applicabtandards
of other agencies?

b) Generation of excessivground borne vibration or X
ground bornenoise levels?

c) For a project located within the vicinity of a priva X
airstrip or an airport land use plan or, where such a p
has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airp:
or public use airport, would the project expose peoj
residing or working in thenpject area to excessive nois
levels?

A Noise studyhas been prepared bKimleyHorn and Associatedated August 2022 Thestudy
wasusedin compleingthis section. The report is availalde Appendixl to this IS/MND.

Noise is generally defined as loud, unpleasant, unexpected, or undesired sound that is typically
associated with human activity and that interferes with or disrupts noraadilvities The human
environment is generally characterized by a certain consigterge level that varies by area. This

is called ambient, or background noise. Although exposure to high noise levels has been
demonstrated to cause hearing loss, tpancipalhuman response to environmental noise is
annoyance Theresponseof individualsto similar noise events is diverse and influenced by the
type of noise perceived importance of thaoiseand its appropriateness in the setting; time of

day and type of activity during which the noise occurs, and sensitivity of the individual.

Soundis aphysical phenomenon consisting of vibrations that travel through a medium, such as

air, and are sensed by the human e&oundis generally characterized by several variables,
including frequency and intensitferequencyRS & ONA 6 Sa (1 KS angdsyi@®da LA ( C
cycles per second, or hertz (Hitensity RS A ONA 06 Sa (G KS &2dzyRQa f 2dzRy !
decibels (dB). A sound level of O dB is approximately the threshold of human hearing and is barely
audible underextremely quietlistening conditions Normal speech has a sound level of
approximately 60 dB. Sounévelsabove about 120 dB begin to be felt inside the human ear as
discomfort and eventually as pain at still higher levels. The minimum change in the sound level

of individual events that anverage human ear can detect is about 3 dB. Decibels are measured
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using a logarithmic scale; thus, the average person perceives a change in sound level of about
I0R. +a | R2dzofAy3 02N KFf@Ay3a0 2F (KS d2dzyRQa
any loudness.

Thenormalhuman ear can detect sounds that range in frequency from about 20 Hz to 26200

However, all sounds in this wide range of frequencies are not heard equally well by the human

ear, which is most sensitive foequenciesin the rangeof 1,000 Hz to 4,000 Hz. This frequency
dependence can be taken into account by applying a correction to each frequency range to
FLIWNBEAYLFGS GKS KdzYl y $andelThis isicaligdmeightighiatiodis ¢ A G K A
commonly used in measurementds community environmental noise. Theweighted sound
LINB&aadsaNE f S@St 61 00NSJAFGSR | SRIKAIAWVWHAE (KNS |j
correction. In practice, the level of a noise source is conveniently measured using a sound level
meter that indudes a filter corresponding to the dBA curve.

Because community noise fluctuates over time, a single measure called the Equivalent Sound
Level (bg) is often used to describe the timearying character of community noise. Thegik the
energyaveraged Awveighted sound level during a measured tinmterval andis equal to the

level of a continuous steady sound containing the same total acoustical energy over the averaging
time period as the actual timgarying sound. It is often desirable to know the adausange of

the noise source being measured. This is accomplished throughthend Lninindicators, which
represent the rootmeansquare maximum and minimum noise levels obtained during the
measurement interval. Thenla value obtained for a particutamonitoring location is often called
0KS a1 02dzAa A0 Ft22NE F2NJ GKIFIG f20FGA2y®

To describe the timearying character of environmental noisine statistical noise descriptors
Lio, Lso, and lgoare commonly used. They are the noise levels equaled or exdesaéng 10, 50,
and 90 percent of a stated time, respectively. Sound levels associated jwitfpically describe
transient or shoriterm events, whereas levelssociated withgg describe the steadgtate (or
most prevalent) noise conditions.

13(a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in
the vicinity of the project in excess of standards established in the local general plan or
noise ordinance or applicable standards of other agencies?

Less tharSignificantimpact

The Project site is currently vacant. Ambient noise was measured through threetshart
daytime measurements and one loitgrm noise measurement (2Bours).The average noise
levels andourcesof noise measured at each location aneluded in Appendix I. The three short
term noise measurements resulted in a daytime averéifeA) of 51.5 to 59.8. While the long
term noise measurement resulted in a daytime averagef 46.3 dBA.
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Construction

Construction noise typically occurs inteittently and varies depending on the nature or phase

of construction (e.gland clearing, grading, excavation, paving). Noise generated by construction
equipment, including earth movers, material handlers, and portable generators, can reach high
levels. During construction, exterior noise levels could affect the residential neighborhoods
surrounding theconstructionsite. Project construction would occur approximately 70 feet to the
east of the mobilehome community and 130 feet to the north of the sinddenily residences.
However, it is acknowledged that construction activities would occur throughout the Project site
and would not be concentrated at a single point near sensitive receptors.

Construction activities would include site preparation, gradimglding construction, paving, and
architectural coating. Such activities would require graders, scrapers, and tractors during site
preparation; graders, dozers, and tractors during grading; cranes, forklifts, generators, tractors,
and welders during buding construction; pavers, rollers, mixers, tractors, and paving equipment
during paving; and air compressors during architectural coating. Typical operating cycles for
these types of construction equipment may involve 1 or 2 minutes of full power operatio
followed by 3 to 4 minutes at lower power settings. Other primary sources of acoustical
disturbance would beandomincidents, which would last less than one minute (such as dropping
large pieces of equipment or the hydraulic movement of machinery.liNgise generated by
construction equipment, including earthmovers, material handlers, and portable generators, can
reach high levels. Typical noise levels associated with individual construction equipment are
listed inTablel3, Typical Construction Noiskevels

Table13: Typical Construction Noise Levels

e Maximufm Noise Level (dBA) at 5¢ Maximum Noise Level (dBA) at 7
eet from Sourcé feet from Sourcé

Air Compressor 80 77.1

Backhoe 80 77.1

Compactor 82 79.1

Concrete Mixer 85 82.1

Crane, Mobile 83 79.1

Dozer 85 73.1

Generator 82 85.1

Grader 85 80.1

Loader 80 82.1

Paver 85 79.1

Pump 77 82.1

Roller 85 82.1

Saw 76 73.1

Truck 84 81.1

1Calculated using the inverse square law formula for sound attenuation: dBA2 = dBA1+20Log(d1/d2)
dBAZ = estimated noise level at receptor; dBA1 = reference noise level; d1 = reference distance; d2 = receptor locati

glsze:zg?Federal Transit Admistration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, 2018.
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activities between the hours of 6:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. during the months of June through
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September and between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. during the marft@stober

through May. Construction occurring consistent with these provisions is exempt from regulation.
tft Ly Yy2NJ adzyA OA LI f

bSAGKSNI (KS

O2yaSNUI GADSt &

/| AG@éQa
construction source noise levels at potentially affected eieers. However, this analysis
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Construction Noise Model (RCNM) was used tedmt construction noise. The noise levels
calculated inTablel14, Project Construction Noise Levelshow estimated exterior construction

noise. In accordance with FTA methodology, when calculating construction noise, all construction

dza S a

YSiK2R2f 238&
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equipment is assumetb operate simultaneously at a construction area nearest to sensitive

receptors. Since equipment would operate throughout the Project site and not at a fixed location
for extended periods of time. Therefore, the distances used in the RCNM model were

approximately 370 feet for the nearest residential property.

Table14: Project ConstructiorNoise Levels

Receptor Location Worst
Case
Modeled Noise
Construction Phase L Distance Exterior | Threshold | Exceeded?
Land Use | Direction (feet): Noise | (dBALech
Level
(dBALeq)
Site Preparation Residential West 370 70.2 80 No
South 490 67.8 80 No
Grading Residential West 370 70.8 80 No
South 490 68.4 80 No
Construction Residential West 370 72.0 80 No
South 490 69.5 80 No
Paving Residential West 370 69.1 80 No
South 490 66.7 80 No
Architectural Coating | Residential West 370 56.3 80 No
South 490 53.9 80 No
1. Per FTA Guidance (Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, 201
equipment distance is assumed at the center of the project.
2. Threshold from the Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Miblaipact Assessment Manual, 2018.
Source: Federal Highway Administrati®gadway Construction Noise Mod2006. Refer to Appendix A for noise
modeling results.

As shownin Tablel4, construction noise levels would not exceed theplicable 80 dBA FTA

construction thresholds at the nearest sensitive receptors. The highest exterior noise level at
sensitive receptors would occur during the building construction stage and would be 72.0 dBA

GKAOK Aad 0Sft2¢ (KS 6strdctoreqyipmenfkRwolld opekadlhéoéghdutR ®
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the Project site and the associated noise levels would not occur at a fixed location for extended
periods of time. Although sensitive uses may be exposed to elevated noise levels during project
construction, trese noise levels would be acoustically dispersed throughout the Project site,
masked by roadway and freeway noise, and not concentrated in one area near surrounding
sensitive uses.

The City of Hemet Municipal Code does not establish quantitative congirustiise standards,

but only allows construction activities between the hours of 6:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. during the
months of June through September and between the hours of 7:00 a.m. and 6:00 p.m. during the
Y2yGKa 2F hO0206 SN (KNBUDBK thrashaddhas thées iizgdaMitlis C ¢ !
analysis. Therefore, the impact from construction noise would be less than significant level.

Operations

Implementation of the proposed Project would create new sources of noise in the project vicinity.
The majomoise sources associated with the project would include the following:

Mechanical equipment (i.etrash compactors, air conditioners, etc.);

Slow moving trucks on the Project site, approaching and leaving the loading areas;
Activities at the loading aredse., maneuvering and idling trucks, equipment noise);
Parking areas (i.ecar door slamming, car radios, engine stap, and car pasby); and
Off-Site Traffic Noise.

= =4 4 4

Mechanical Equipment

The nearest sensitive receptors are moHileme residences orhe west side of South Gilmore

Street. Potential stationary noise sources related to kbergn operation of the project site would

include mechanical equipment. Mechanical equipment (elgeating ventilation and air
conditioning [HVAC] equipment) typicaljjenerates noise levels of approximately 52 dBA at
50feet.60 HVAC would be roof mounted. As the closest residential unit would be approximately

280 feet from the warehouse building, the worstise HVAC equipment noise would be 37.0 dBA

based on distancetenuation alone (using the inverse square law of sound propagdati@md

g2df R y2i SEOSSR (KS /AGéQa cp R.! RIFE&dGAYS |y
uses to the west and south. Operation of mechanical equipment would not increase ambient

noise levels beyond the acceptable compatible land use noise levels. Therefore, the proposed

Project would result in a less than significant impact related to stationary noise levels.

50 Elliott H. Berger, Rick Neitzel, and Cynthia A. Kladden, Noise Navigator.sweh®atabase with Over 1700 Measurement Values,
July6, 2010.
51 Sound level reduces by 6 dB for every doubling of distance.
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Truck and Loading Dock Noise

During loading and unloadingOG A A GAS&as> y2Aa&aS ¢2dzZ R 6S 3ISYySNI
exhaust systems, and brakes during low gear shifting braking activities; backing up toward the
docks; dropping down the dock ramps; and maneuvering away from the docks. Loading or
unloadirg activities would occur on the north/center of the Project site. Vehicular access to the
proposed Project site would consist of three project driveways along South Gilmore Street.

Typically, heavy truck operations generate a noise level of 68 dBA anaaiisof 30 feef? The
closest residences are located approximately 320 feet west of the nearest proposed loading
areas. At this distance, these truck noise levels would be approximately 47.4 dBA (based on
distance attenuation alone). Additionally, theis a concrete block wall along the sensitive
NBSOSLIi 2 NA Q LINE LIS NI &redk ihy e af sightiio the PropcRoadidlg biBas. | f &
FaSR 2y GKS Cl2! w/ba ! aSNRa DdZARS oO6wHnncoOX |
attenuates noiseby 3 dBA. Therefore, truck and loading noise would attenuate to 44.4 dBA,
GKAOK A& o0Sft2g GKS /AGeQa cp R.! RFEBUAYS YR
standard. Loading dock doors would also be surrounded with protective aprons, gaskets, or
similar improvements that, when a trailer is docked, would serve as a noise barrier between the
interior warehouse activities and the exterior loading area. This would attenuate noise
emanating from interior activities, and as such, interior loading and asttactivities would
be permissible during all hours of the day. Noise levels associated with trucks and loading or
dzy t 2 RAy3 | OGAGBAGASA ¢2df R y2i( SEOSSR (GKS [/ A
significant.

Outdoor Storage Area Noise

The Project site would include a warehouse building andeaxré outdoor storage area for
receipt/delivery, fabrication, and distribution of steel/ Polyvinyl chloride (PVC) pipe, steel piling,
plumping equipment, valves, and flanges. During delivery amichge activities, noise would be
generated by the forklifts and trucks for storage and movement of the materials within outdoor
storage area.

Storage area activities would occur on the south and center of the Project site. Typically, forklift
operations gnerate a noise level of 61 dBA at a distance of 50 %&Ehe closest residences are

located approximately 70 feet west of the nearest proposed storage areas. At this distance, these
forklifts noise levels would be approximately 58.1 dBA (based on distattenuation alone).

| RRAGAZ2yFfftex GKSNBE Aa I O2yONXGS o6t201 ¢kttt
partially break the line of sight to the Project outdoor storage areas. Based on the FHWA RCNM

' aSNXA& DdzA RS 0 H artiattyblbckslthe dne bENighSaténdated nbiselldy 3 dBA.

52 |oading dock reference noise level measurements conducted by Kitoleyon December 18, 2018.
8 Warehouse & Forklift Workplace Noise Lev&lse Main Noise Exposed SEbrklift Drivers Available at
https://www.noisetesting.info/blog/warehousedorklift-workplacenoiselevels/, accessed July 26, 2022
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Therefore, forklifts noise would attenuate to 55.1 dBA. Additionally, when combined with the

truck noise level of 44.4 dBA described above, the combined noise level of trucks and forklifts
wouldd6 S py®o R. ! gKAOK Aa o0Sft2g GKS /AdeQa cn R
storage operation would only occur during daytime hours. Noise levels associated with forklifts

YR 2dziR22NJ aG2N) 3S | OGA DA (A Sadingpactzivduld fede§s SEOS ¢
than significant.

Parking Noise

The proposed Project would accommodate the need for parking. Traffic associated with parking
lots is typically not of sufficient volume to exceed community noise standards, which are based
on a timeaveraged scale such as the CNEL scale. The instantaneous maximum sound levels
generated by a car door slamming, engine starting up, and carlpasssange from 53 to 61 dBA.
Conversations in parking areas may also be an annoyance to adjacent sensitptengcgound

levels of speech typically range from 33 dBA at 50 feet for normal speech to 50 dBA at 50 feet for
very loud speech. It should be noted that parking lot noises are instantaneous noise levels
compared to noise standards in the hourly Leq metridich are averaged over the entire
duration of a time period.

Actual noise levels over time resulting from parking lot activities would be far lower than the
reference levels identified above. Parking lot noise would occur within the surface parkorg lot

site. It is also noted that parking lot noise occurs at the adjacent properties under existing
conditions. Parking lot noise would be consistent with the existing noise in the vicinity and would

be partially masked by background noise from traffic aldvegst Acacia Avenue and Kirby Street.
b2AasS ad20AF0SR 6AGK LINJAYy3I €20 FOGABGAGASE A
during operation. Therefore, noise impacts from parking lots would be less than significant.

Off-Site Traffic Noise

Implementation of the Project would generate increased traffic volumes along nearby roadway
segments. In general, a traffic noise increase of less than 3 dBA is barely perceptible to people,
while a 5dBA increase is readily noticeable. Traffic volumesrojeEt area roadways would have

to approximately double for the resulting traffic noise levels to increase by 3 dBA. Therefore,
permanent increases in ambient noise levels of less than 3 dBA would be less than significant.
Project related trips would occ@long West Acacia Avenue.

The primary role of collector roadways is to provide access between the arterial network and the
neighborhoods and commercial development. These roadways are typically two lanes wide with
limited access to driveways and crossestis. They are usually undivided and do not have turn
lanes at intersections. According to this definition, Lomitas Avenue and South 5th Avenue would
be categorized afollector roads. The typical capacity of a collector street is approximately
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15,000 vehiles per day* The proposed Project would generate only 44 net daily vehicle trips
(32 passenger cars and 12 Trucks), which would not double the existing traffic volumes and would
not result in a perceivable noise increase. Therefore, operational noipadt® would be less

than significant.

13(b) Generation of excessive ground borne vibration or ground borne noise levels?

Less than Significanimpact Once operational, the Project would not be a source of greund
borne vibration. Increases in groudmbrne vibration levels attributable to the proposed Project
would be primarily associated with shetigrm constructionrelated activities. Construction on
the Project site would have the potential to result in varying degrees of temporary grbante
vibration, depending on the specific construction equipment used and the operations involved.

The Federal Transit Administration (FTA) has published standard vibration velocities for
construction equipment operations. In general, the FTA architectural damage ianitéor
continuous vibrations (i.e., 0.2 in/sec) appears to be conservative. The types of construction
vibration impacts include human annoyance and building damage. Human annoyance occurs
when construction vibration rises significantly above the threshaiichuman perception for
extended periods of time. Building damage can be cosmetic or structural. Ordinary buildings that
are not particularly fragile would not experience any cosmetic damage (e.g., plaster cracks) at
distances beyond 30 feet. This distar@an vary substantially depending on the soil composition
and underground geological layer between vibration source and receiver. In addition, not all
buildings respond similarly to vibration generated by construction equipment. For example, for
a buildirg that is constructed with reinforced concrete with no plaster, the FTA guidelines show
that a vibration level of up to 0.20 in/sec is considered safe and would not result in any
construction vibration damage.

Table 15, Typical Construction Equipment Vibtian Levels lists vibration levels at 25 feet for
typical construction equipment. Grourabrne vibration generated by construction equipment
spreads through the ground and diminishes in magnitude with increases in distance. As indicated
in Tablel5, based on FTA data, vibration velocities from typical heavy construction equipment
operations that would be used during Project construction range from 0.003 to 0.089 in/sec PPV
at 25 feet from the source of activity.

Tablel5: Typical Construction Equipméibration Levels

Peak Particle Peak Particle Peak Particle
Equipment Velocity at 25 Velocity at35 Feet | Velocity at 70 Feet
Feet (in/sec) (in/sec) (in/sec)
LargeBulldozer 0.089 0.0537 0.0190
Caisson Dirilling 0.089 0.0537 0.0190
Loaded Trucks 0.076 0.0459 0.0162

64 County of Los Angel€2014), County of Los Angeles General Plan Update Transportation and Circulation Analysis
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Peak Particle

Peak Particle

Peak Particle

Equipment Velocity at 25 Velocity at35 Feet | Velocity at 70 Feet
Feet (in/sec) (in/sec) (in/sec)
Jack 0.035 0.0211 0.0075
Small Bulldozer/Tractors 0.003 0.0018 0.0006

1Calculated using the following formula: PPVequip = PPVref x (25/D)1.5 where: PP¥ dggipeak particle velocity ir
in/sec of the equipment adjusted for the distance; PPVref = the reference vibration level in in/sec from Habfetire

Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, 2018; AediBtamce from the
equipment to the receiver.

Source: Federal Transit Administration, Transit Noise and Vibration Impact Assessment Manual, 2018.

The nearest sensitive receptors are mo#ieme residences approximately 70 feet to the west

and the nearest structure (a commercial building to the east) is approximately 35 feet or more
from the active construction zone. Using the calculation showFdnte 15, at 35 and 70 feet the
vibration velocities from construction equipment would not exceed 0.0537 in/sec PPV, which is
0St2g6 GKS C¢! Qa ndun
occur throughout the Project site angould not be concentrated at the point closest to the

nearest residential structure. Therefore, vibration impacts associated with the proposed Project

would be less than significant

tt+ GKNBaAakK2fR® LG A

13(c) For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip @n airport land use plan
or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or
public use airport, would the project expose people residing or working in the project
area to excessive noise levels?

a |

Less than Significantmpad. The HemeiRyan Airport, located approximately 1.9 miles
southwest of the Project site, is the nearest airport. However, according to the HRyeat
Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (Adopted February 9, 2017), the Project site is outside of the
y2AaS 02y (2 dN
noise levels. There are no other airports within two miles of the project site. Therefore, there is
no impact surrounding the proposed Project concerning airport norsguding from a private

airpori Qa pp R.

airstrip.

¢t KSNEBF2NEZ
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JD Fields Pipe Facility
City of Hemet Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Population and Housing

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS Significant | Mitigation | Significant

Issues Issues Incorporated Impact

14) POPULATION AND HOUSING. Wouldptiogect:

a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth in | X
area, either directly (for example, by proposing ne
homes and businesses) or indirectly (for examy
throughextensionof roads or other infrastructure)?

b) Displace substantial numbers aéxisting people or X
housing, necessitating the construction of replaceme
housing elsewhere?

Environmental Setting

According to the California Department of Finance (D@F2021,the City ofHemet has an
estimatedpopulation 0f84,525residents with approximatel36,141homes. The vacancy rate
for housing in the Citis estimatedat 13.2 percent®®

14(a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly (for
example, by proposing new homes and businesses) directly (for example, through
extensionof roads or other infrastructure)?

No impact The proposedProject involves the development ofraetal/prefab warehouse facility

and does not include the construction of new homes or the extension of roads. Thetator

would not directly or indirectly induce population growth in the area. The Project would generate
temporary construction employment. However, construction workers generally travel from work
site to work site and do not relocate for a specific projetaverage size, such as the Project.

Although te Project would generate operational employmenhe anticipated employment

would be limited because it is anticipated that most trucks would be ovwopsratedand those

already operating in theicinity of the Project sitel' herefore, no impact would occur

14(b) Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the
construction of replacement housing elsewhere?

No Impact.The Project $e is vacant and unimproved. Currently, there are no people or housing
on the site that the proposed Project could displa€kerefore,no impact would occur.

85 CaliforniaDepartment of Finance (DOF). 20ES Population and Housing Estimates@dies, Counties, and the Statdanuary 2, 20:2021
Sacramento, California, May 202 ¥aflable athttp://dof.ca.gov/Forecasting/Demographics/EstimatediE accessed on July, 2021.
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Public Services

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS Significant Mitigation Significant

Issues Issues Incorporated Impact

15) PUBLIC SERVICES. Would the project result in substantial adverse physical impacts associated
provision of new or physically altered governmental facilities or need for new or physical alte
governmental facilities, the construction of which caditause significant environmental impacts, in orde
to maintain acceptable service ratios, response times, or other performance objectives for any of
public services:

a) Fire protection? X
b) Police protection? X
¢) Schools? X
d) Parks? X
e) Other public facilities? X

15(a) Fire Protection?

Less than Significarimpact Hemet Fire Department (HFPjovides fire protection services to
the City,includingthe Project siteThe HFD currently has fi{8)fire staionsand the closest fire
protectionfacilities to the Project site arldFD Station #2 &95 W. Stetson Ave. (approximately
1.1 miles southwestgnd HFD Statiofi3at 4110 W. Devonshire Avenuspproximately 1.4miles
northwest). According to the2030 HemetGR the Project site is not located withim Wildland
Fire Hazard Severity Zone, a Federal Responsibility Area, or a State ResponsibilitywAldfa éor
protection.®®

Thesite is currently vacant andnimproved Implementation of the proposed Project would
generate more calls or need for fire protection services than what is currently provided to the
site. However the Project would be constructed to meet the latest CBC requirements and the
Project is subject tdire suppression development impact fees and other standards and
conditions required by the City and County FiAecording to the City of Hemet, industrial
projects are subject t80.056per gross square footage of building for industrial proje€ts.

Fire protection ingress and egres®uld be available vighree (3)drivewaysoff of S. Gilmore St
Impacts on fire services is anticipated to be less than significant.

56 City of Hemet (2012R030 General Plan Chapter 6 Public Safety Ele@ntre. 6.4, Wildland Fire Hazard Severity ZoAgailable at
https://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/5331/6_Publiafety web5142019?bidldaccessed on July 1. 2021.

57 City of Hemet. July 1, 202City of Hemet Devepment Impact Fees Commercial/Industribailable at
https://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/4771/DAO21?bidldraccessed November 22, 2021.
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15(b) Police Protection?

Less than Significanmpact Police protection services woube provided by the City dflemet
Police Department{PD). ThedPDis located a#50 E. Latham Avenuapproximatelyl.5 miles
northeastof the Project siten downtown Hemet The Project is in an urbanized area and would
be required to adhere to all standds and conditions required by the City and tHED including
the payment of impact fees. Additionally, adherencectinditionsand standardsidentified by
the City and theHPDare required of all development within the Cityhe Projectis not
anticipated tosubstantiallyincrease the need for police protectioand it is not anticipated to
require or result in the construction of new or physically altered law enforcementtfesiPrior

to the issuance of building permits, thpgoposed development would be subject tioe City ¢
HemeQa 5S @St 2 LIY Ssythat theYCity applies @SHe funding of public facilities,
including law enforcement facilities, vehicles, and equgmt. Additionally because the site is
currently vacant, the implementation dhe Projectwould likely result in increasing calls but
would not be expected to result in any unique or more extensive crime problemscbatd not

be handled with the existig level of police resources. No new or expanded police facilities would
need to be constructed as a result of the Project. Therefore, impantpolice protection
resources from implementation of the proposed Project are considered less than significant.

15(c) Schools?

No Impact.Thenearestschool facility isCawston Elementary School at 4000 W. Menlo Avenue
(approximately 1.7 miles northwest) and Acacia Middle School at 1200 AcadaeBue
(approximately 1.8 miles northeasf)he proposed Project wadiinot introduce any uses that
would directly induce population growth requiring school facilities. Additionglty,Senate Bill

50 (SB 50) School Facility Fedse payment of school fees is mandated, and the State has
determined that payment of these feds deemed sufficient to offset any potential impacts from
the Project.According to the Hemet Unified School District, the Project would be subject to the
approved Statutory School Fee (Level |) for commercial/indusiriéth is $0.66 per square
foot.%® Thus, the proposed Projeetould not generate a substantial increase in elementary,
middle, or high school population. Thereforey impact to schools are anticipate to occur

15(d) Parks?

No Impact Due to theindustriafmanufacturingnature of the poject, no new residents would

be generated that would be likely to impact or create a need for additional local parks or other
public facilities.Theproposed Projectonsists ofa pipe fabricationfacility on a vacant latThe
proposedProject would notintroducenew homes or a landse that would generate population

% Hemet Unified School District. May 25, 20B@veloper Feedvailable at
https://www.hemetusd.org/apps/pages/index.jsp?uREC_1D=254707&type=d&pREC_ID=589%3%ed November 22, 2021.
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growth in such a way thaxistingparks would be affected. herefore there would be no impact
to park services.

15(e) Other public facilities?
No Impact. The proposed Project would not nds in or induce significant population growth
because the proposed Project does not propose residential units that could introduce new

population in the area; therefore, no impacts to other public facilities would occur from Project
implementation.
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Recreation

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS Significant Mitigation Significant

Issues Issues Incorporated Impact

16) RECREATION. Would the project:

a) Increase the use of existingeighborhood and regiona X
parks or other recreational facilities such that substani
physical deterioration of the facility would occur or t
accelerated?

b) Include recreational facilities or require the constructis X
or expansion ofecreational facilities which might hav
an adverse physical effect on the environment?

According to the 2030 Hemet GenéRdan EIR, park and recreation facilities in the City of Hemet
are maintained by four agencies: the City of Hemet (Parks and Facilities DivisionWidkey
Parks and Recreation District (VaiMfde District), l#met Unified School District (HUSD)and

the Riverside County Department of Parks and Recredaiibere arel7 parks and recreational
facilities, ranging in size from the 0-28re Rodeghier Green, to 483 acres of open space in
Simpson Park?

16(a) Increase the use of existing neighborhood amegional parks or other recreational
facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be
accelerated?

No Impact.As previously mentioned,u# to the industrialmanufacturingnature of the project,

no new residents woud be generated that would be likely to impact or create a need for
additional local parks or other public facilities. The proposed Project would constrpigiea
fabricationfacilityon a vacant lot and would nattroduce uses that would increase the nefed
neighborhood or regional parks. TReojectwould not introduce new homes or a land use that
would generate population growth in such a way that existing parks would be affected
Therefore, @ impact to recreational facilitiewould occur.

16(b) Include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of recreational
facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment?

No Impact. The proposed Project does not involgenstruction of recreational facilitgee The

Project would create pipe fabricatiorfacilitywhich would not introduce population growth and

therefore would not increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other

recreational facilitiesand no need for the expansion or consttion of additional recreational

facilities is anticipatedT herefore, no impacts would occur.

8 AECOMCIty of Hemet General Plan 2030 Environmental Impact Report Final January 12, 2012, pdgavhilable at
https://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/880/412 Public_Services?hj@dldsessed on July 1, 2021.
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Transportation

Potentially

Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than
Mitigation Significant

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS Significant

Issues Issues Incorporated Impact

17) TRANSPORTATION. Would the project:

a) Conflict with a program, plan, ordinancer policy X
addressing the circulation system, including tran:
roadways, bicycle and pedestrian facilities?

b) Conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines Sec X
15064.4, subdivision (b)?

c) Substantially increase hazards due tgesmetric design X
feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections
incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

d) Resultin inadequate emergency access? X

ATrip Generation an¥ehicle Miles Travele®&MT) Screening Memorandum for the Project was
prepared by KimleyHorn and Associateg§August 2022 The Memorandum is available in
AppendixJto this IS/MND ands used to answer the following CEQA Thresholds.

Access

Vehicular access to the project site woldéd provided via three driveways on S. Gilmore Street.
The northern driveway will be used for passenger cars and inbound trash trucks, the middle
driveway will be used for outbound trucks and trash trucks, and the southern driveway will be
used for inboundrucks.

Project Traffic

Project Trip Generation

A trip generation analysis has been prepared to determine the estimated traffic to be generated
by the proposed project. Trip generation estimates are based on the Institute of Transportation
Engineers (ITHyip Generation Manual (10th Edition) trip generation rates for the following land
use categories Project trip generation is used for VMT screening purposes, (ess than
110daily trips) The trip generation is provided for informatiorairposes only

1 ITE Category 15QWarehousing

The PCE volumes were developed by applying a PCE factor of 1-&xfertlucks, 2.0 for-axle
trucks, and 3.0 for trucks with 4 or more axles. These factors are consistent with Riverside
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/ 2 dzy TRuRgortation Analysis Guidelines for Level of Séiadcle Miles Traveled
(December2020).

Daily and evening peak hour trip generation estimates are summariz&able16, Summary of

Project Trip GenerationBased on Tabld5, the proposedProject is estimated to generate
approximately @ daily PCE trips, with PCE tripg5 inbound andl outbound) in the morning
peak hour, and PCE trips (1 inbound akdutbound)in the evening peak hour.

Table16: Summary of Project Trip &heration
TRIP GENERATION RATES

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour
ITE Land Use ITE Codg Unit Daily | In Out | Total | In Out | Total
Warehousing 150 KSF | 1.710 | 0.131| 0.039| 0.170| 0.050 | 0.130 | 0.180

PROJECT TRIP GENERATION

AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour

Project Land Use Quantity | Unit Daily | In ‘ Out ‘ Total | In ‘ Out ‘ Total
Proposed Land Use
Warehousing 25.000 | KSF | 43 3 1 4 1
Passenger Vehicles 73.00% 31 2 1 3 1
Trucks 27.00% 12 1 0 1 0
PROJECT TRHPASSENGER CAR EQUIVALENTS (PCE)
Vehicle| Daily PCE AM Peak Hour PM Peak Hour

Vehicle Type Mix>3 | Vehicles| Factor| Daily | In Out | Total | In Out | Total
Passenger Vehicles 73.00%| 31 1.0 31 2 1 3 1 2 3
2-Axle Trucks 7.00% | 3 15 0 0 0 0 0 0
3-Axle Trucks 6.00% | 3 2.0 0 0 0 0 0 0
4-Axle Trucks 14.00%| 6 3.0 18 3 0 3 0 3 3
Total Truck PCE Trips 29 3 0 3 0 3 3
Total Proposed Project PCE Trips 60 5 1 6 1 5 6

1 Source: Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation MaitiaEdition

2 passenger Vehicles and Truck splits taken from the Institute of TransportatiimeErs (ITE) Trip Generatidtanual, 10th Edition
Supplement.

3 Truck mixpercentages were calculated based on a ratio between the ITE truck splits and the truck mix splits fdakéiiduse (<100
KSF) in the Truck Trip Generation Study (City of Fontana, August 2003)

PCE = Passenger Car Equivalent

KSF = Thousand Squé&ieet

Traffic Study Requirements

wA @S NA A RBandp@rtdrgriAndlyais Guidelines for Level of Service Vehicle Miles Traveled
(December 2020) states that a traffic analysis is generally not required for "any use which can
demonstrate, based on the mbseecent edition of the Trip Generation Report published by the
Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) or other approved trip generation data, trip generation
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of less than 100 vehicle trips during the peak houBa&ed on the trip generation analysisted

in the section above, the proposed project wowgdnerate less than 100 net new project trips
during the peak hours. Therefore, the proposed projea@ssumed to have a legn-significant
traffic impact and no traffic analysis is required.

Vehicle Miles Traveled

SB 743 was approved by the California legislature in September 2013. SB 743 requires changes
to/ F fAF2NYAL 9QYDBANRYYSYydGlf vdzrtAade !''OG 6/ 9v! 03X
Planning andResearch (OPR) to develop ajfdr G A S YSGONAR O& (2 GKS dzas
{ SNIZA OS éevalugtihg{transpéréathdh projects. OPR has recommended that Vehicle Miles
Traveled (VMT) replace alss the primary measure of transportation impacts. OPR Technical
Advisory suggests thahe City mayscreen out VMT impact using project size, maps, transit
availability, and provision of affordable housing qaickly identify when a project should be

expected to cause a lessan significant impact withoutonducting a detailed study.

TheCity of Hemet does not currently have its own VMT screening criteria and threshelds. A
result, aqualitative VMT assessment was conducted based on guidance by OPR and Riverside
County LocaGuidelines for Implementing the California Environmental Quality Act. Riverside

| 2 dzy Trangpartatiomnalysis Guidelines for Level of Seiehicle Miles Traeledstates that

a detailed CEQA assessmuamtuld not be required for land use elements of a project that meet

any of the following screening criteria:

Small Projects,

Projects Near High Quality,
LocalServing Retall,
Affordable Housing,

Local Essentiak8rice,

Map Based Screening and,
Redevelopment Project

No ok~ owdhPE

Small Projects Screening

The Riverside County Guidelines state that projects with low trip generation per existing CEQA
exemptionsor based on the County Greenhouse Gas Emissions Screen Tablesg&salt8,000
Metric Tons ofCarbon Dioxide Equivalent (MT£&Pper year are presumed to cause a {dsn-
significant impact. Th&ollowing guidelines are provided to determine if a project is presumed to
cause a lesthan significantimpact:

1 Warehouse (arefrigerated) buildings with area less than or equal to 208,000 SF.
1 The project trip generation is less than 110 trips per day per the ITE Manual or other
acceptablesource determined by Riverside County.
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The project is proposing to construct a 25,000 @gfoot warehouse building and estimated to
generate60 daily PCE trip8ased on the guidelines noted above, the project would be classified
as a small project, and the VMT impéagtconsidered to be legkan significant and would not
require a VMT angkis Therefore, the Small Projects screening threshold is met.

Conclusion

Based on the trip generation analysis presensdmbve the net traffic that would begyenerated

by the proposed project would not exceed the peak hour trip threshold definediverside

[ 2dzy G @ Qa ¢ NI yaL2 NI G »Prdjgtt id egtimdtedl fo yenerddedznd? Getv AM S & @
and PM peak hour PCE trips, which is below the 100 net new peak hour vehicle trip threshold
indicated in the County's guidelines. Therefore, the praggbgroject is assumed to have a less

than significant impact and no traffic analysis is required

17(a) Conflict with a program plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulationtesys
including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities?

NolImpact The Project does not conflict with a program plan, ordinance or policy addressing the

circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilitieprégously

noted inSection 2.4of this IS/MNDthe proposed Project is carstent with the existing General

Plan land use and Zoning distridihe Project construction or operations would not disrupt

existing transit routes, bus stops, or future bicycle facilities because no road closures are

anticipated. Theefore, the Projectwould not conflict with a program plan, ordinance or policy

addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities and

no impact would occur in this regard

17(b) Would the project conflict or benconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3,
subdivision (b)?

Less Than Significant Impa&enate Bill 743 (SB 743) was approved by the California legislature

in September 2013. SB 743 requires changes to California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA),

ALISOATAOIEE e RANBOGAYI GKS D2OSNYy2NRa hvE@FTAO0S

(

2

YSGNAOa (2 (GKS dzasS 2F @GSKAOdZ I NJ aft S@St 2F aSND
KFa LINBLINBR | GSOKYyAOlIf FTROA&A2NE oadhtw ¢SOK

impacts in CEQA and has recommended that Vehicle Miles [€ta(@¢MT) replace LOS as the
primary measure of transportation impacts. The Natural Resources Agency has adopted updates
to CEQA Guidelines to incorporate SB 743 that requires use of VMT for the purposes of
determining a significant transportation impagchder CEQAAs mentioned abovehe project is
proposing to construct a 25,000 squafieot warehouse building and estimated to generate

61 daily PCE trip8ased on the guidelines noted above, the project would be classified as a small
project, and the VMTmpactis considered to be leghan significant and would not require a

VMT analysisTherefore, the Small Projects screening threshold isandta less than significant
impact would occur.
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17(c) Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric dedigature (e.g., sharp curves or
dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?

No Impact.The Project site plan presented &xhibit3 indicates that vehicular accessr the

Project site would be provided three gatadcess drivewayalongS. Gilmore StreeFinal Project

site plansvouldbe subject to City review and approval process that includes ensuring the Project

driveways and internal circulation argafe. Therefore, the Project would not substantially

increase hazards due # geometric design feature or incompatible uses and no impact would

occur.

17(d) Resultin inadequate emergency access?

No Impact As previously discussethe Project construction or operations would not disrupt
existing transit routes, bus stops, or future bicycle facilities because no road closures are
anticipated.However shouldroad closures (complete or partidbe necessary, the Police and
Fire Departmerg would be notified of the construction schedule and any required detours would
allow emergencyvehicles to use alternate routes for emergency resporisdhe event that a
road closure is require@ Traffic Control Plan would be required by the Cityhia ¢vent of any
partial or complete road closure during constructidine Project is required to comply with the
Fire Department requirements fardequateaccess to accommodatemergencyvehicles.As
such, the driveway gates will provide knox boxes tovaléeanergency vehicles access to the site
any time of the dayStandard Condition SC TRAvould be applicable. With compliance with
SCTRAL, no impactwould occur.

Standard Conditions and Requirements:

SC TRA: Prior to the issuance of a grading permitet@ity shall verify that no construction
work would beperformed within the public rightof-way. If construction work
would occur within the public righdf-way, the applicant shall submit a
Construction Traffic Management Plan in accordance with the California Manual
on Uniform Traffic Control Devices (CA MUTCD; &wt014) for review and
approval by the City Engineer.
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Tribal Cultural Resources

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS Significant Mitigation Significant

Issues Issues Incorporated Impact

18) TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES. Would the project cause a substantial adverse change in the s
of a tribal cultural resource, defined in Public Resources Code section 21074 as either a site, fe
place, cultural landscape that is geographicallyfiuhed in terms of the size and scope of thendscape
sacred place, or object witkeultural value to a California Native American tribe, and that is:

a) Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register X
Historical Resources, or in a locabister of historical
resources as defined in Public Resources Code se
5020.1(k), or

b) A resource determined by the lead agency, in X

discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to

significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision |

of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1. In applying

criteriaset forth in subdivisio (c) of Public Resource Cor

Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider

significance of the resource to a California Nat

American tribe.

Additionally, as discussed in Section 5, Cultural Resources, a records search was conducted prior
to the field survey at the EICThis archival research reviewed the status of all recorded historic
and prehistoric cultural resources, and survey and ex¢amatports completed within onbalf-

mile of the Project site. Additional resources reviewed included thNRHP the CRHRand
documents and inventories published by t&#P These include the lists @HL.CPH| Listing of

NRR and the Inventory oHS The project site was also surveyed by foot and soil exposures were
carefully inspected for evidence of cultural resource.

Data from the EIC revealed that four previous cultural resources studies have taken place, and
one cultural resource has been recordedgthin one halfmile of the project site. Of the four
previous studies, none have assessed the Project site, and no cultural resources have been
previously recorded within its boundarie®\s discussed irSection 5, Cultural Resourges
KIM2110H-1 was idenified onsite but is not eligible for listing on the CRHR.

18(@) Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or in a local
register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k)?

18(b) Aresourcaletermined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial
evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public
Resources Code Section 5024.1. In applying ¢hteria set forth in subdivisio (c) of
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Public Resource Code Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall consider the significance of

the resource to a California Native American tribe?
Less than Significanfs of July 2015, California AB 52 was enacted and expands CEQA by defining
anewNBaz2dz2NOS OFGS32NEBX & Phuh lthe refeatd# of dzNikghtivew S & 2 dz
declaration, mitigated negative declaration, or environmental impact report for a project, the
Lead Agency shall begin consultation with a California Native Americanftfip¢hie California
Native American tribe requested to the Lead Agency, in writing, to be informed by the Lead
Agency through formal notification of proposed projects in the geographic area that is
traditionally and culturally affiliated with the tribe, @n2) the California Native American tribe
responds, in writing, within 30 days of receipt of the formal notification, and requests the
consultation.! .  pH NXBIljdZANS& [ SI R ! 3 pofedtial$oaimpacetrib8 d I £ dzI G
cultural resources. Suchra 2 dzZNOSa Ay Of dzZRS daaAGS&az FSIOGdNBaz (
objects with cultural value to a California Native American Tribe and is 1) listed or eligible for
listing in theCalifornia Register of Historical ResourdeRIIRor included in docal register of
historical resources. AB 52 also gives Lead Agencies the discretion to determine, supported by
adzoadl yiAltf SOARSYOS:T 4KSUHUKSNI I NBaA2dzZNOS |[jdz 7
OnOctober 242022,the Cityprovided written notices tanterested California Native American
0NR 0 Sa 2y cdndistent Wi ABB2(B&eAdpdndixiC2Tribal Consultation)Yhe following
Native American tribgwere notified of the proposed ProjecPechanga Band of LuigeIndians,
Rincon Bandf Lui®fio Indians, Morongo Band of Missions IndiaAgjua Caliente Band of
Cahuilla Indians (Agua Calient®pboba Band of Luise Indians, Ramona Band of Cahuilla, Santa
Rosa Band of Cahuilla Indians, Los Coyotes Band of Cahuilla aiio Cwans, AugustinBand
of Cahuilla Mission Indians, Cabazon Band of Mission Indians, Cahuilla Band of Indians, Pala Band
of Mission Indians, Torrelartinez Desert Cahuilla IndiaradQuechan Fort Yuma Reservation

Written responsewithin 30 days of receipbf formal notfication to request consultatiorwas
received from Agua Caliente dtwovember 8 2022, noting that Agua Caliente appreciates the
efforts to include the Tribal Historic Preservation Office (THPO) as part Bfdjest, stated that

the Project is within ther Traditional Use Area, and requested a cultural resources inventory of
the Project area, a copy of the records search with associated survey reports and site records,
and copies of any cultural resource documentation generated in connection witRrtject. In
response to their letter, he City provided the requested materials to Agua Calie@e.
December 7, 2022, Agua Caliente requested to review the mitigation measures fBrdjeet,

and the City provided the requested materials to Agua Caligdte December 12, 2022gua
Calientenoted that the concerns othe Agua CalientefHPO have been addressedth the
implementation of the propose&MCUL1, SM CUR, and SM CUB, andnoted that with their
letter, AB52 consultation efforthave concluded.The Morongo Band of Mission Indians
respondedi 2 0 KS / aniDéc@rabery2@ A0RZDBquesting AB 52 consultatimuvever,

this request is outside the 38ay timdrame of 30 days of receipt of formal notificatian request
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consultation.While the request period has closedhe City in a good faith effort, will meet with
the Morongo Band of Mission Indians to listen to their concerns and provide the requested
materials, however, this meetingpes not constituteAB 52 consultation.
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Utilities and frvice Systems

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS Significant Mitigation Significant

Issues Issues Incorporated Impact

19) UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS. Would the project:

a) Require or resultin the relocation or construction of ne X
or expanded water, wastewater treatment, ¢
stormwater drainage, electric power, natural gas,
telecommunications facilities, theconstruction or
relocation of which could cause significant eonimental
effects?

b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve 1 X
project and reasonably foreseeable future developme
during normal, dry and multiple dry years?

c) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatme X
provider which serves or may serve the project that it t
adequate capacity teervethe projectprojected demand
AY FTRRAGAZ2Y G2 GKS LINROA

d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or local stande X
or in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure,
otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reductic
goals?

e) Comply with federal, state, and local management & X
reduction statutes and regulations related to solid wast

The City of Hemet Water District

The City supes potable water within a 5.25quare-mile service area located mostly within the
central part of the incorporated City. The Project sitevighin the City Water District service
area’/%According to the Hemet 2030 GP EIR, the City Water District is supplied by locally pumped
groundwater. Groundwater is pumped from 11 deep wells in the San Jacinto Groundwater Basin.

2015 Urban Water Managemenr®lan’®

The 2015 Urban Water Management Plan (UWMP) was prepared to comply with the Urban
Water Management Planning Act and the California Water Conservation Act of 2009 in order to
analyze water usage and system supplies

70 City of Hemet (20122030 General Plan Chapter 5 Community Service and Infrastructure, Figure 5.1 Water and Sewer Seyvice Areas
available atbttps://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/844/5_CSI_Hemet web?bidlbeessed on July 2, 2021.

1 City of Hemet (20162015 Urban Water Management Plan Volume Binal Reportavailable at
https://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/3966/Hem@015UWMPRVolume 1-6-21-2016?bidldFaccessed on July 2, 2021

Pagel28 January 2023



https://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/844/5_CSI_Hemet_web?bidId=
https://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/3966/Hemet-2015-UWMP-Volume-1-6-21-2016?bidId=

JD Fields Pipe Facility
City of Hemet Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

Wastewater Management

TheCity provides wastewater collection services but does not operate treatment facilities. The
City Water District deliver wastewater to Eastern Municipal Water District (EMWD) for
treatment. The EMWD Wastewater Ordinan&8.6 requires any business that dess to
discharge industriavastedl 2 G KS 5AaGNAOCGaAQ aS¢gl3IS aeaidasSy G2
discharge permit?

Sewer Service

The State Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) adopted Statewide General Waste Discharge
Requirements for Sanitargewer System on May 2, 2006. The Order applies to all public
collection system agencies in California. Under the Order, each agency is required to prepare a
Sewer System Management Plan (SSMP) that must be updated every five (5) years. The
2016Hemet SSMWas recertified and adopted in April 2016.

Stormwater Management

Stormwaterdrainage infrastructure within Hemet consssof a network of natural and improved
streams, storm channels, storm drains, and catch basins intended to manage stormwater that
flows into one of three drainage systems that traverse the City and Planning Area: Salt Creek;
SanJacinto River, and Santa Margarita Ri#’eAccording to Hemet 2030 GP Figure 5.4
Stormwater Drainage, the Project site is located within the Salt Creek DeaBysgjent?

19(a) Require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water,
wastewater treatment, or storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or
telecommunications facilities, the construction or relocation of which could sau
significant environmental effects?

Less than Significanimpact. The Projecwould not result in the relocation or construction of

new or expanded water, wastewater treatment, or storm water drainage, electric power, natural

gas, or telecommunicationsaéilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause
significant environmental effect3.he Projects located within the Hemet Water District service
area and would connect to existingfrastructure As previously mentioned, the Project site |
currently vacant and unimproved. The implementation of the Project would increase water,
wastewater, and utility service needs. However, existing facilities and utilities would be adequate
to serve the Project. Therefore, impaat®uld beless tharsignficant.

2 Eastern Municipal Water Distri¢2013),Regulations for Waste Discharge and Sewer Use Ordinanceag8igble at
https://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/3662/EMWOrdinance_596_Final_January 16_2013?bidédbeessed on July 2, 2021.

73 City of Hemet (20122030 General Plan Chapter 5 Community Services and Infrastryzdiges 518 through 519.

74 City of Hemet (20122030 General Plan Chapter 5 Community Services and Infrastructure Figure 5.4 Stormwater Rnadilabée at
https://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/844/5_CSI_Hemet web?bidlbeessed on July 2, 2021.
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19(b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably foreseeable
future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years?

Less than Significaritnpact The Project is located within the Hemet Watgistrict service area
which is supplied by locally pumped groundwater. Groundwater is pumped from 11 deep wells
in the San Jacinto Groundwater Basiihe proposeddevelopment and use of a warehouse
building are consistent with provisions of the GeneranHand use and zoning designati@rd

would also be consistent with the Hemet 2015 UWMP. According to the Hemet 2015 UWMP, the
City would have adequate water supplies available to serve the Project and reasonably
foreseeable future development during rmoal, dry, and multiple dry years.

Normal Water Year

The Normal/Average water year is a year in the historical sequence that most closely represents
median runoff levels and pattern3able I7, Normal Year Supply and Demand Comparison (AF)
demonstrates hatthe Hemet Water Districnticipates adequate supplies for years 2020 to 2040
under normal conditions.

Tablel7: Normal Year Supply and Demand Comparison (AF)

Totals 2020 2025 2030 2035 2040
Supply 5,542 5,542 5,542 5,542 5,542
Demand 4,860 4,960 5,040 5,110 5,150
Surplus 682 582 502 432 392
Source: 2015 emetUrban Water Management Plan, page®.

Single Dry Year

The singledry year may differ for various sourcek Table 18, Single Dry Year Supply and
Demand Comparison (AFJemands are assumed to be 10 percent greater in a sitigleyear
than during a normal year. Talll@demonstrates theHemet Water Districanticipates adequate
supplies for years 2020 to 2040 under sindlg year conditionsT he singledry year is genely
the lowest annual runoff for a water source in the record.

Table18: Single Dry Year Supply and Demand Comparison (AF)

Totals 2020 2025 2030 2035 2040
Supply Totals 5,542 5,542 5,542 5,542 5,542
Demand Totals | 4,960 5,060 5,140 5,210 5,250
Surplus 582 4382 402 332 292
Source: 2015lemetUrban Water Management Plan, pag®.

Multiple-Dry Years

The multipledry year is generally the lowest annual runoff for a three year or more consecutive
period. The multipledry year period may differ for various sources.Tlable 19, Multiple Dry
Years Supply and Demand Comparison (AR)strates that therewould be sufficient supply to
meet demand under multiple dry years conditions
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Table19: Multiple Dry Years Supply and Demand Comparison (AF)

Year Totals 2020 2025 2030 2035 2040
First Year Supply 5,542 5,542 5,542 5,542 5,542
Demand 4,860 4,960 5,040 5,110 5,150
Surplus 682 582 502 432 392
Second Year | Supply 5,542 5,542 5,542 5,542 5,542
Demand 5,150 5,260 5,340 5,420 5,460
Surplus 392 282 202 12 82
Third Year Supply 5,542 5,542 5,542 5,542 5,542
Demand 5,200 5,310 5,390 5470 5,510
Surplus 342 232 152 72 32
Fourth Year Supply 5,542 5,542 5,542 5,542 5,542
Demand 5,100 5,210 5,290 5,370 5410
Surplus 442 332 252 172 132
Fifth Year Supply 5,542 5,542 5,542 5,542 5,542
Demand 4,280 4,360 4,440 4,500 4,530
Surplus 1,262 1,182 1,102 1,042 1,012
Source: 2015 emetUrban Water Management Plan, pag€.0.

As noted abovethe proposed development and use of a warehouse building are consistent with
provisions of the General Plan land use and zoning designations and would also be consistent
with the Hemet 2015 UWMP. Per the Hemet 2015 UWMP Tables (normal, dry, and muliple dr
years), the City would have adequate water supplies available to serve the Project and reasonably
foreseeable future development during normal, dry, and multiple dry yeahgerefore, impacts

would beless than significant.

19(c) Result in a determinabn by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may
serve the project that it has adequate capacity servethe project p“rojecte,d demand ip ,
FRRAUAZ2Y U2 UKS LINPUYARSNIRa SEAaUAY3I O2YYALD
Less than Significantmpact As previously stated,he City provides wastewater collection
services but does not operate treatment facilities. The City Water District deliver wastetwater
Eastern Municipal Water District (EMWD) for treatment. The EMWD Wastewater Ordinance 59.6
requires any business that desires to discharge industrzgitet 2 G KS 5Aa0GNAOCGIAQ &
to first obtain an industrial wastewater discharge perrfiit.

TheState Water Resources Control Board (SWRCB) adopted Statewide General Waste Discharge
Requirements for Sanitary Sewer System on May 2, 2006. The Order applies to all public
collection system agencies in California. Under the Order, each agency is remumespare a

Sewer System Management Plan (SSMP) that must be updated every five (5) years. The
2016Hemet SSMP was+ertified and adopted in April 2016.

S Eastern Municipal Water District (201®egulations for Waste Discharge and Sewer Use Qrcing9.6available at
https://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/3662/EMWOrdinance_596_Final_January_16_2013?bidé&teessed on July 2,20

Pagel3l January 2023


https://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/3662/EMWD-Ordinance_596_Final_January_16_2013?bidId=

JD Fields Pipe Facility
City of Hemet Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

The proposed development and use of a warehouse building are consistent with provisions of
the Gereral Plan land use and zoning designations and would also be consistent with the Hemet
SSMPThe Hemet Sewer Master Plan was completed in January 1991 and the sewer collection
system was found to be of adequate capacity to service the existing and thecpgdjservice
area’¢ Therefore, mpacts would be less thagignificant

19(d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess of the capacity
of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction
goals?

Less than Significantmpact The City contracts with CR&R Environmental Services for waste

collection and transfer service$he closest landfill to the Project site is Lamb Canyon Landfill,

approximately9.5miles north of the Project in the City Beaumont.The implementation of the
proposed Project would generate more solid waste when compared to the existing site use,
which is vacant, and could potentially impact landfill capacity, particularly during construction.

The Project occupant anticipatesmployingapproximately 50 employees for operation, which

would not generate solid waste in excess of the Lamb Canyon Landfill capBléyefore,

impacts would be less thasignificant

19(e) Comply with federal, state, and local management and reducticstatutes and
regulations related to solid waste?

Less than Significaritnpact Solidwaste disposal services must follow federal, State, and local

statutes and regulations related to the collection of solid waste. The proposed Project would be

required to comply withall applicable federal, state, and local solid waste management and

would be constructed in accordance with the 2019 California Green Building Standard Code.

Therefore impacts would bdess than significant.

6 City of Hemet Public Works DepartmeBgwer System Management Plan Revised March, 20/#6lable at
https://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/3718/Hem&SMP2016FINAL ?bidld=accessed July 2, 2021
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Wildfire

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS Significant Mitigation Significant

Issues Issues Incorporated Impact

20) WILDFIREIf located in or near state responsibility areas or lands classified as very high fire ha
severity zones, would th@roject:

a) Substantially impair an adopteeémergency response X
plan or emergency evacuation plan?

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other facto X
exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose proj
occupants to, pollutant concentrations from wildlife
the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?

c) Require the installation omaintenance of associate X
infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, emerge
water resources, power lines or other utilities) that mi
exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temporary
ongoing impacts to the environment?

d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, incluc X
downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, a:
result of runoff, posffire slope instability, or drainagt
changes?

Per the City of Hemet 2030 General Rldre proposed Project site is not withinvdildland Fire
Hazard Severity Zon&®/FHSZ)a Federal Responsibility Area, or a State Responsibility Area for
wildfire pratection.””

20(a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evaouoat
plan?
No Impact. According to CalFire, th@roject site is not located withina local, state, or
federalVery High Fire Hazard Severity Zone (VHFHSEpcal access to the site would be via
W. Acacia Ave. and S. Gilmore St. During constructionpitbygosed Projecivould not impair or
physically interfere with an adopted emergency response or evacuation plah the
construction related activities would not block or significantly modify existing roadways
Therefore, no impact would occur.

77 City of Hemet (20122030 General Plan Chapter 6 Public Safety Element, Figure 6.4, available at
https://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/5331/6_Puifliafety web5142019?bidldaccessed on July 1, 2021.

8 CalFire. December 21, 200%ery High Fire Hazard Severity Zones in LRA As Recommended by CAENWERE Available at
https://osfm.fire.ca.gov/media/5914/hemet.pdaiccessed November 22, 2021.
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20(b) Dueto slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby
expose project occupants to, pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the
uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?

No Impact.Aspreviously discussed, the Project site & focated withina Wildland Fire Hazard

Severity Zone (WFHSZ), a Federal Responsibility Area, or a State Responsibility Area for wildfire

protection. In addition, the Project site antsisurrounding topography is relatively flat and there

is no slope nedy. Thus, in the event of a wildfirer the uncontrolled spread of a wildfir@roject

occupants would not be directly exposed to pollutant concentrations from a wildfire. Therefore,

no impact would occur.

20(c) Require the installation omaintenance of associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel
breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate
fire risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environment?

No Impact The Project sités not located withira Wildland Fire Hazard Severity Zone (WFHSZ),

a Federal Responsibility Area, or a State Responsibility Area for wildfire prote€hierProject

does not include installation or maintenance of associated infrastructurgh(ss roadsfuel

breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or

that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the environmédnsite improvements and
utilities would be implemented according to all the appbta standards and requirements.

Therefore, no impactvould occur

20(d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream
flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, peBte slope instability, or drainage
changes?

No Impact. Asdiscussed above in response (C), the Project site is not located aitMidland

Fire Hazard Severity Zone (WFHSZ), a Federal Responsibility Area, or a State Responsibility Area

for wildfire protection In addition, the Project site antsisirrounding topography is relatively

flat and there is no slope nearbyhere are also no natural drainage courses locategitm

Therefore, no impact would occur.
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Mandatory Findings of Significance

Potentially
Significant
Potentially Unless Less Than

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS Significant | Mitigation | Significant

Issues Issues Incorporated Impact

21) MANDATORYINDING®F SIGNIFICANCE. Does the project:

a) Have the potential to substantially degrade the quality X

the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fi

or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population

drop below selfsustaining levels, threaten to eliminate

plant or animal conmunity, substantially reduce the

number or restrict the range of a rare or endangered pl:

or animal or eliminate important examples of tineajor

periods of California history or prehistory?

b) Have impacts that are individually limited, bi X
cumulatively considerable? ("Cumulatively considerat
means that the incremental effects of a project a
considerablevhen viewed in connection with theffects
of the past projects, theffectsof other awrrent projects,
and the effects of probable futurgrojects)

c) Have environmental effects which will cause substan X
adverse effects on human beings, either directly ¢
indirectly?

21(a) Have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the environment,
substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife
population to drop below selsustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, substantially reduce the number or restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal or eliminate important examples of the major periods of
California history or prehistory

Less Than Significamtith Mitigation Incorporated. All impactsto the environment, including
impacts to habitat for fish and wildlife species, fish and wildlife populations, plant and animal
communities, rare and endangered plants and animatdheless,MM BIG1 is implemented

to avoid impacts to nesting birdsTherefore, impacts would be less than significant with
mitigation measures incorporated.

21(b) Have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable?
("Cumulatively considerable” means that the incremental efts of a project are
considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of the past projects, the effects
of other current projects, and the effects of probable future projects.)

Less than Significarnwith Mitigation Incorporated. The Projet (dtential significantimpacts
have all been mitigated to less than significant levels. The IS/MND includes quantitative analysis
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2T GKS t Nr2aSOouQa OdzydzZ I GAGS O2y UNROGdzOA2Y F2NJ |
to not be significant and no mgations where required, nor represent a cumulatively
considerable contribution to a significant cumulative impaGreenhouse gas emissions would

be reduced to a level of less than significant with the implementation of mitigalibe. Project

is not comsidered growthinducing, as defined by State CEQA Guidelines
(http://ceres.ca.gov/ceqa/guideling$. The potential cumulative environmental effects of
implementing the proposed Projeatould causeless than significant impacts.

21(c) Does the project havenvironmental effects which will have substantial adverse effects

on human beings, directly or indirectly?
Less Than Significant Impad¢t.K S t N2 2SO0 Qa LIR2GSydAlt (2 NBadzZ d
adversely affect human beings, either direatlyindirectly, has been discussed throughout this
ISIMND No environmental effects which could have substantial adverse effect on human beings,
directly or indirectly, includingir quality,noise hazard and hazardous materiaad wildfire
would cause a significant impaetith the appropriate Mitigation Measures incorporated
Therefore, a less than significant impact would occwith required implementation of
mitigation measures identified in this IS/MND, construction andrapen of the proposed
Project would not involve any activities that would result in environmental effects which would
cause substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly.

Pagel36 January 2023



JD Fields Pipe Facility
City of Hemet Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

40 REFERENCES

KimleyHorn July 2021Trip Generatioand VMT Screening Memorandum

ELMT. July 202Habitat Assessment and MSHCP.
BCR Consulting LINlbvember 2021Cultural Resourcesssessment

Partner Engineering and Science, hdy2021. Geotechnical Repart

AECOM, City of Hemet General Plan 2030 Environmental Impact Report Final January 12, 2012,
page 4.127, available at
https://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/880/412_Public_Services?bidld=,
accessed on July 1, 2021.

Califania Department of Conservation, Division of Land Resource Protection, 2017, State of
California Williamson Act Contract Land. Available at
https://planning.lacity.org/eir/HollywoodCenter/Deir/ELDP/(E)%20Initial%20Study/Initi
al%20Study/Attachment%20B%208&hces/California%20Department%200f%20Cons
ervation%20Williamson%20Map%202016.pdf, accessed on June 21, 2021.

https://www.conservation.ca.gov/dIrp/wa/Pages/contracts.aspx, accessed on
June21,2021.

California Department of Finance (DOF). 2018,Hbpulation and Housing Estimates for Cities,
Counties, and the StateJanuary 2,@11-2021. Sacramento, California, May 2021.
Available at: http://dof.ca.gov/Forecasting/Demographics/Estimates/Eaccessed on
July 1, 2021.

Caltrans. 2019. List of eligible and officially designated State Scenic Highways (XLSX). Available
at https://dot.ca.gov/programs/design/lafandscapearchitectureand-community
livability/lap-liv-i-sceniehighwaysaccessed June 24, 2021.

Pagel37 January 2023



JD Fields Pipe Facility
City of Hemet Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

City of Hemet (2012), 2030 General Plan Chapter 5 Community Service and Infrastructure,
Figure 5.1 Water and Sewer Service Arevailable at
https://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/844/5_CSI_Hemet_web?bidld=,
accessed on July 2, 2021.

Stormwater Drainage, available at
https://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/844/5 CSI_Hemet_web?bidld=,
accessed on July 2, 2021.

Severity Zones. Available at
https://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/5331/6_Public
Safety_web5142019?bidlgdaccessed on July 1. 2021.

https://www.hemetca.govDocumentCenter/View/5331/6_Public
Safety_web5142019?bidld=

https://www.hemetcagov/DocumentCenter/View/5331/6_Public
Safety web5142019?bidld=, accessed June 29, 2021.

Zones, available at https://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/5331/6lRu
Safety_web5142019?bidld=, accessed June 29, 2021.

Zones, available at https://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/5331/6_Public
Safety web5142019?bidld=, &ssed June 29, 2021.

https://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/3966/Hem&015UWMRVolume
1-6-21-20167?bidld=, accessed on July 2, 2021

City of Hemet Public Works Department, Sewer System Management Plan Revised March 2016,
available at https://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenteérew/3718/HemetSSMP
2016-FINAL?bidld=, accessed July 2, 2021

City of Hemet, 2030 General Plan, Chapter 1: Introduction, P&gddnuary 24, 2012.

Pagel38 January 2023



JD Fields Pipe Facility
City of Hemet Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

City of Hemet, 2030 General Plan, Chapter 2: Land Use, Figure 2.1 Land Use Plan, January 24,
202wSUNRASOSR FTNRY /AdGe 2F 1SySiQa 2S50ardsSy
https://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/5329/2_Land_Use_web5142019?bid
ld=,accessed June 21, 2021.

City of Hemet, 2030 General Plan, Chapter 6: Public Safety, Figure 6.3 Dan Inundation Hazards,
January 24,2012 SGNA SPSR FTNRBRY /AGe 2F 1SYSiQa 2So0a
https://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/5331/6_Public
Safety_web5142019?bidldagcessed June 21, 2021

City of Hemet, 2030 General Plan, Chapter 6: Public Safety, Pdel&nuary 24, 2012.

City of Hemet, 203General Plan, Chapter 7: Open Space and Conservation, Ragdbrough
7-12, January 24, 2012.

City of Hemet, Planning Division (2021),-Rpplication Review (PRZID1) Comments DRC
Date: February 11, 2021.

City of Hemet. 2020 Urban Water ManagementrPlavailable at
https://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/7384/FINALity-of-Hemet2020
UWMRandWater-ShortageContingencyPlan accessed November 2021.

City of Hemet. Code of Ordinances, Chapter @ning, Article XX&Manufacturing Zones,
Section 9-1046¢ Site Development Requirements, available at
https://library.municode.com/ca/hemet/codes/code_of ordinances?nodeld=CO_CH90Z
O_ARTXXXMAZO_ SIMG6SIDERE, accessed on Jun@@A1

City of Hemet. General Plan 2030 Chapter 7 Open Space and Conseriatidable at
https://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/2162/7_0OS_web?bidldecessed
October 2021.

City of Hemet. Water Supply. Retrieved from https://www.hemetca.gov/657/\W&epply
accessed November 2021.

City of Hemet. Zoning Map. Available at
https://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/5289/offickioning
mapl12220197bidld=, accessed on June2PP]1.

County of Los Angeles (2014), County of Los Angeles General Plan Update Transportation and
Circulation Analysis

Department of Conservation: Divisi@f Mines and Geology (2000), Guidelines for Classification
and Designation of Mineral Lands, available at
https://www.conservation.ca.gov/smgb/Guidelines/Documents/ClassDesig.pdf
accessed June 29, 2021.

Pagel39 January 2023



JD Fields Pipe Facility
City of Hemet Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

5SLI NIYSyid 2F ¢2EAO { damdéud Wast® &ndl Substayicés\ERe¢St 5 ¢ { /| Q3
Site Cleanup (Cortese List), available at https://dtsc.ca.gov/dtsagselist/, accessed
on June 29, 2021.

----- > 5¢{/ Q& 1 I TIFINR2dza 2lFadadS +FtyR {dzmadlyoSa {AdS
https://lwww.envirostor.dtscca.gov/public/search.asp?PAGE=3&CMD=search&ocieerp=
&business_name=&main_street_number=&main_street _name==&city=&zip=&county=&
branch=&status=ACT%2CBKLG%2CCOM&site_type=CSITES%2CFUDS&cleanup_type=&n
pl=&funding=&reporttype=CORTESE&reporttite=HAZARDOUS+WWANETESUBSTANC
ES+SITE+LIST+%28CORTESE%29&federal_superfund=&state response=&voluntary clea
nup=&school_cleanup=&operating=&post_closure=&non_operating=&corrective_actio
n=&tiered_permit=&evaluation=&spec_prog=&national_priority_list=&senate=&congre
ss=&assembly&critical_pol=&business_type=&case_type=&display_results=&school_di
strict=&pub=&hwmp=False&permitted=&pc_permitted=&inspections=&inspectionsoth
er=&complaints=&censustract=&cesdecile=& ORDERBY =city&next=Next+50, accessed
on June 29, 2021.

Eastern MunicipaWater District (2013), Regulations for Waste Discharge and Sewer Use
Ordinance 59.6, available at
https://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/3662/EMWD
Ordinance_596 Final January 16 20137?bidld=, accessed on July 2, 2021.

Eastern Municipal Water Distric2@13), Regulations for Waste Discharge and Sewer Use
Ordinance 59.6, available at
https://www.hemetca.gov/DocumentCenter/View/3662/EMWD
Ordinance_596_Final_January_16_2013?bidld=, accessed on July 2, 2021.

Elliott H. Berger, Rick Neitzel, and Cynthia Ad#é&n, Noise Navigator Sound Level Database
with Over 1700 Measurement Values, July 6, 2010.

ELMT Consulting. Habitat Assessment and Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat
Conservation Plan (MSHCP) Consistency Analysis for the Hemet JD Feftls Re
July2021.

ELMT Consulting. Habitat Assessment and Western Riverside County Multiple Species Habitat
Conservation Plan (MSHCP) Consistency Analysis for the Hemet JD Fields Report.
July2021.

General Plan. 2005. Geology and Soils, Figure S

NRCS.@19. Web Soil Survey. Available at
https://websoilsurvey.sc.egov.usda.gov/App/WebSoilSurvey.aspx, accessed
December20, 2019.

Pagel40 January 2023



JD Fields Pipe Facility
City of Hemet Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration

NRCS. 2021. Sail InfiltratigrSoil Quality Kit. Available at
https://www.nrcs.usda.gov/Internet/FSE_DOCUMENTS/nrcs142p2_053#68.
accessed March 10, 2020.

Partner. (2021). Geotechnical Report. See Appendix D.

Riverside County. 2019. Municipal Code, Chap6e25¢ Soil Erosion, Subsection 16.52.620
Factors of Consideration. Available at
https://library.municode.com/ca/riversid_county/codes/code_of ordinances?nodeld=
TIT16SU_CH16.52SOER_16.52.040WIER&OE4sed October 6, 2020

Riverside County. 2021. Riverside County Parcel Report, APN 4561400082

Riverside County Airport Land Use Commission. 28&metRyan AirporiCompatibility Map
HR1. Retrieved fromhttps://www.rcaluc.org/Portals/13/16%20
%20V0l.9%201%20HemBlyan%202017%20Final.pdf?ver=2@B721-13131 7620,
accessed July 21, 2022.

Southern California Geotechnical. (2019). Geotechnical Investigation Proposed
Warehouse/Parking Lot; Page,Btcessed Ju 13, 2020. See Appendix C1.

Warehouse & Forklift Workplace Noise Levels, The Main Noise Exposed-SEkit Drivers.
Available at https://www.noisetesting.info/blog/warehouderklift-workplacenoise
levels/,accessed July 26, 2022

Pagel4l January 2023


https://www.rcaluc.org/Portals/13/16%20-%20Vol.%201%20Hemet-Ryan%202017%20Final.pdf?ver=2017-03-21-131317-620
https://www.rcaluc.org/Portals/13/16%20-%20Vol.%201%20Hemet-Ryan%202017%20Final.pdf?ver=2017-03-21-131317-620

	1.0 Introduction
	1.1 Project Overview
	1.2 Lead Agency
	1.3 Purpose and Scope of the Initial Study
	1.4 Mitigation Measures
	1.5 Environmental Resource Topics
	1.6 Document Organization
	1.7 Required Permits and Approvals
	1.8 Summary of Findings
	1.9 Initial Study Review Process
	1.10 Project Applicant(s)/Sponsor(s)

	2.0 Project Information
	2.1 Regional Location
	2.2 Project Location
	2.3 Existing Conditions
	2.4 Existing General Plan Land Use and Zoning Designations
	Table 1: Surrounding Land Use and Zoning Designations

	2.5 Proposed Project
	Site Access
	Fencing
	Parking
	Landscaping
	Soil Cut and Fill Quantities
	Hours of Operation
	Project Features and Compliance Measures

	2.6 Project Approvals

	3.0 Initial Study Checklist
	1. Project Title
	2. Lead Agency Name and Address
	3. Lead Agency Contact Person and Phone Number
	4. Project Location
	5. Project Applicant’s/Sponsor’s Name and Address
	6. Existing General Plan Designation
	7. Existing Zoning Designation
	8. Description of Project: (Describe the whole action involved, including, but not limited to later phases of the project and any secondary, support, or off-site feature necessary for its implementation. Attach additional sheets if necessary):
	9. Surrounding land uses and setting: Briefly describe the project’s surroundings:
	10. Other public agencies whose approval is required (e.g., permits, finance approval, clearance  or participation agreement):
	11. Have California Native American tribes traditionally and culturally affiliated with the Project area requested consultation pursuant to Public Resources Code section 21080.3.1? If so, is there a plan for consultation that includes, for example, th...
	3.1 Environmental Factors Potentially Affected by the Project
	Determination

	3.2 Evaluation of Environmental Impacts
	Project Site
	Scenic Vistas
	Scenic Resources within Scenic Highways
	1(a)  Have a substantial adverse effect on a scenic vista?
	1(b)  Substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway?
	1(c)  Substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of public views of the site and its surroundings? (Public views are those that are experienced from publicly accessible vantage point). If the project is in an urbanized area, would ...

	Construction Visual Impacts
	Operational Visual Impacts
	1(d)  Create a new source of substantial light or glare which would adversely affect day or nighttime views in the area?

	Agricultural Resources
	Forestry Resources
	2(a)  Convert Prime Farmland, Unique Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide Importance (Farmland), as shown on the maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program of the California Resources Agency, to non-agricultural use?
	2(b)  Conflict with existing zoning for agricultural use, or a Williamson Act contract?
	2(c)  Conflict with existing zoning for, or cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined in Public Resources Code section 12220(g)), timberland (as defined by Public Resources Code section 4526), or timberland zoned Timberland Production (as defined by ...
	2(d)  Would the project result in the loss of forest land or conversion of forest land to non-forest use?
	2(e)  Would the project involve other changes in the existing environment which, due to their location or nature, could result in conversion of Farmland, to non-agricultural use or conversion of forest land to non-forest land?
	3(a)  Conflict with or obstruct implementation of the applicable air quality plan?
	3(b) Result in a cumulatively considerable net increase of any criteria pollutant for which the project region is non-attainment under an applicable federal or state ambient air quality standard?

	Construction Emissions
	Table 2: Construction Related Emissions (lbs/day)
	Operational Emissions
	Table 3: Unmitigated Operational Emissions (lbs/day)
	Cumulative Short-Term Emissions
	Standard Conditions and Requirements:
	3(c)  Expose sensitive receptors to substantial pollutant concentrations?

	Table 4: Equipment-Specific Grading Rates
	Table 5: Localized Significance of Construction Emissions
	Localized Operational Significance Analysis
	Table 6: Localized Significance of Operational Emissions
	Criteria Pollutant Health Impacts
	Carbon Monoxide Hotspots
	Construction-Related Diesel Particulate Matter
	Operational Diesel Particulate Matter
	3(d)  Result in other emissions (such as those leading to odors) adversely affecting a substantial number of people?

	Methodology
	4(a)  Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or through habitat modifications, on any species identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special-status species in local or regional plans, policies, or regulations, or by the California Depart...
	4(b)  Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian habitat or other sensitive natural community identified in local or regional plans, policies, regulations, or by the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service?
	4(c)  Have a substantial adverse effect on state or federally protected wetlands (including, but not limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or other means?
	4(d)  Interfere substantially with the movement of any native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or with established native resident or migratory wildlife corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery sites?
	Mitigation Measure:

	4(e)  Conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting biological resources, such as a tree preservation policy or ordinance?
	4(f)  Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state habitat conservation plan?

	Methodology
	Table 7: Cultural Resources and Studies in Vicinity of the Project Site
	Table 8: Cultural Resources Within On Half-Mile of the Project Site
	5(a) Cause an adverse change in the significance of a historical resource pursuant to §15064.5?

	Standard Conditions and Requirements:
	5(b) Cause an adverse change in the significance of an archaeological resource pursuant to §15064.5?

	Less than Significant.  As discussed above, the Project site has been subject to disturbance. Given the condition of the site and based on the cultural resources report prepared by BCR Consulting, there are no known archaeological resources on the Pro...
	Standard Conditions and Requirements:
	5(c)  Disturb any human remains, including those interred outside of dedicated cemeteries?

	Standard Conditions and Requirements:
	Building Energy Conservation Standards
	Senate Bill 350
	6(a)  Result in potentially significant environmental impact due to wasteful, inefficient, or unnecessary consumption of energy resources, during Project construction or operation?
	6(b)  Conflict with or obstruct a state or local plan for renewable energy or energy efficiency?

	Seismicity and Seismic Hazards
	Faults
	7(a)  Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury or death involving:
	i)  Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as delineated on the most recent Alquist‐Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State Geologist for the area or based on other substantial evidence of a known fault?
	ii)  Strong seismic ground shaking?
	iii)  Seismic‐related ground failure, including liquefaction?
	iv)  Landslides?
	7(b)  Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of topsoil?
	7(c)  Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is unstable, or that would become unstable as a result of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction or collapse?
	7(d)  Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table 18‐1‐B of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property?
	7(e)  Soil capability to support waste water disposal, including septic tanks or alternative waste water disposal systems where sewers are not available for the disposal of waste water?
	7(f)  Directly or indirectly destroy a unique paleontological resource or site or unique geologic feature?
	Mitigation Measure:


	Background
	Regulations and Significance Criteria
	8(a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either directly or indirectly, that may have a significant impact on the environment?

	Short-Term Construction Greenhouse Gas Emissions
	Table 9: Construction-Related Greenhouse Gas Emissions
	Long-Term Operational Greenhouse Gas Emissions
	Table 10: Project Greenhouse Gas Emissions
	8(b) Conflict with applicable plan, policy or regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the emissions of greenhouse gases?

	City of Hemet Climate Action Plan
	Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy Consistency
	Table 11: Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy Consistency
	Consistency with the CARB Scoping Plan
	Table 12: Project Consistency with Applicable CARB Scoping Plan Measures
	Mitigation Measure:

	Fire Hazard
	9(a)  Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through the routine transport, use, or disposal of hazardous materials?

	Construction
	Operations
	9(b)  Create a significant hazard to the public or the environment through reasonably foreseeable upset and accident conditions involving the release of hazardous materials into the environment?
	9(c)  Emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous materials, substances, or waste within one-quarter mile of an existing or proposed school?
	9(d)  Be located on a site which is included on a list of hazardous materials sites compiled pursuant to Government Code Section 65962.5 and, as a result, would it create a significant hazard to the public or the environment?
	9(e)  For a project located within an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project result in a safety hazard or excessive noise for people residing or w...
	9(f)  Impair implementation of an emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?
	9(g)  Expose people or structures, either directly or indirectly, to a significant risk of loss, injury or death involving wildland fires?
	10(a)  Violate water quality or waste discharge requirements or otherwise substantially degrade surface or groundwater quality?

	Demolition and Construction
	Operations
	10(b)  Substantially decrease groundwater supplies or interfere substantially with groundwater recharge such that the project may impede sustainable groundwater management of the basin?
	10(c)  Substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site or area, including through the alteration of the course of a stream or river or through the addition of impervious surfaces, in a manner which would:
	i) Result in substantial erosion or siltation on- or off-site?
	ii) Substantially increase the rate or amount of surface runoff in a manner which would result in flooding on- or off-site?
	iii) Create or contribute runoff water which would exceed the capacity of existing or planned stormwater drainage systems or provide substantial additional sources of polluted runoff?
	10(d)  In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche zones, risk release of pollutants due to project inundations?
	10(e)  Conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or sustainable groundwater management plan?
	11(a)  Physically divide an established community?
	11(b)  Conflict with any applicable land use plan, policy, or regulation of an agency with jurisdiction over the project (including, but not limited to the general plan, specific plan, local coastal program, or zoning ordinance) adopted for the purpos...
	12(a & b) Result in the loss of availability of a known mineral resource that would be of value to the region and the residents of the state? And result in the loss of availability of a locally-important mineral resource recovery site delineated on a ...
	13(a) Generation of a substantial temporary or permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the vicinity of the project in excess of standards established in the local general plan or noise ordinance or applicable standards of other agencies?

	Construction
	Table 13: Typical Construction Noise Levels
	Table 14: Project Construction Noise Levels
	Operations
	Mechanical Equipment
	Truck and Loading Dock Noise
	Outdoor Storage Area Noise
	Parking Noise
	Off-Site Traffic Noise
	13(b)  Generation of excessive ground borne vibration or ground borne noise levels?

	Table 15: Typical Construction Equipment Vibration Levels
	13(c) For a project located within the vicinity of a private airstrip or an airport land use plan or, where such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles of a public airport or public use airport, would the project expose people residing or worki...

	Environmental Setting
	14(a) Induce substantial unplanned population growth in an area, either directly (for example, by proposing new homes and businesses) or indirectly (for example, through extension of roads or other infrastructure)?
	14(b) Displace substantial numbers of existing people or housing, necessitating the construction of replacement housing elsewhere?
	15(a)  Fire Protection?
	15(b)  Police Protection?
	15(c)  Schools?
	15(d)  Parks?
	15(e)  Other public facilities?
	16(a)  Increase the use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other recreational facilities such that substantial physical deterioration of the facility would occur or be accelerated?
	16(b)  Include recreational facilities or require the construction or expansion of recreational facilities which might have an adverse physical effect on the environment?

	Access
	Project Traffic
	Table 16: Summary of Project Trip Generation
	Traffic Study Requirements
	Small Projects Screening
	Conclusion
	17(a) Conflict with a program plan, ordinance or policy addressing the circulation system, including transit, roadway, bicycle and pedestrian facilities?
	17(b) Would the project conflict or be inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b)?
	17(c) Substantially increase hazards due to a geometric design feature (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections) or incompatible uses (e.g., farm equipment)?
	17(d) Result in inadequate emergency access?

	Standard Conditions and Requirements:
	18(a) Listed or eligible for listing in the California Register of Historical Resources, or in a local register of historical resources as defined in Public Resources Code section 5020.1(k)?
	18(b) A resource determined by the lead agency, in its discretion and supported by substantial evidence, to be significant pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision (c) of Public Resources Code Section 5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in...

	The City of Hemet Water District
	19(a) Require or result in the relocation or construction of new or expanded water, wastewater treatment, or storm water drainage, electric power, natural gas, or telecommunications facilities, the construction or relocation of which could cause signi...
	19(b) Have sufficient water supplies available to serve the project and reasonably foreseeable future development during normal, dry and multiple dry years?

	Normal Water Year
	Table 17: Normal Year Supply and Demand Comparison (AF)
	Table 18: Single Dry Year Supply and Demand Comparison (AF)
	Table 19: Multiple Dry Years Supply and Demand Comparison (AF)
	19(c) Result in a determination by the wastewater treatment provider which serves or may serve the project that it has adequate capacity to serve the project projected demand in addition to the provider’s existing commitments?
	19(d) Generate solid waste in excess of State or local standards, or in excess of the capacity of local infrastructure, or otherwise impair the attainment of solid waste reduction goals?
	19(e) Comply with federal, state, and local management and reduction statutes and regulations related to solid waste?
	20(a) Substantially impair an adopted emergency response plan or emergency evacuation plan?
	20(b)  Due to slope, prevailing winds, and other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks, and thereby expose project occupants to, pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?
	20(c) Require the installation or maintenance of associated infrastructure (such as roads, fuel breaks, emergency water sources, power lines or other utilities) that may exacerbate fire risk or that may result in temporary or ongoing impacts to the en...
	20(d) Expose people or structures to significant risks, including downslope or downstream flooding or landslides, as a result of runoff, post-fire slope instability, or drainage changes?
	21(a) Have the potential to substantially degrade the quality of the environment, substantially reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant o...
	21(b) Have impacts that are individually limited, but cumulatively considerable? ("Cumulatively considerable" means that the incremental effects of a project are considerable when viewed in connection with the effects of the past projects, the effects...
	21(c) Does the project have environmental effects which will have substantial adverse effects on human beings, directly or indirectly?



	4.0 References

